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varantee there was that Congress would not force 


ipon her again. Sir,so far as we of the South 
concerned, you have, at least, the guarantee 
crood faith that never has been violated. sut 

ut guarantee have we, when you have this 
Government in your possession, in all its depart- 
ywents, even if we submit quietly to what the Sen- 
1rexhorts us to submit to—the concentration 

of slavery im its present territory, and even to the 
peeonstruction of the Supreme Court—that you 
will not plunder us with tariffs; that you will 
yot bankrupt us with internal improvements and 
inties on fish; that you will not restrain us with 
yivigation laws, and other laws impeding the 
{»cililies of transportation to southern produce? 
Vhat guarantee have we that you will not create 

w bank, and concentrate all the finances of 
this country atthe North, where already, for the 
want of direct trade and a proper system of bank- 

in the South, they are ruinously concentrated ? 
Nay, sir, What guarantee have we that you will 

‘emancipate our slaves, or, at least, make the 

mpt? We cannot rely on your faith when 
you have the power. It has been always broken 
whenever pledged. 

Now, sir, as | am disposed to see this question 
settled as soon as possible, and am perfectly will- 
ing to have a final and conclusive settlement now, 

stantly, and after what the Senator from New 
York has said, I think it not unimportant that I 
should attempt to hring the North and South face 
to face, and see what resources each of us might 

ve in the contingency of separate organizations. 
I’ we never acquire another foot of territory for 

‘South, look at her. Eight hundred and fifty 
thousand square miles; as large as Great Britain, 
I'vance, Austria, Prussia,and Spain. Is not that 
territory enough to make an empire that shal! rule 

e world? With the finest soil, the most delight- 
fulclimate, whose productions none of those great 
countries can produce, we have three thousand 
miles of continental shore line, and so indented 
with bays and crowded with islands, that, when 

eir shore lines are added, we have twelve thou- 
sand miles of shore line. Through the heart of 

r country runs the great Mississippi, the father 

* waters, into whose bosom are poured thirty- 
six thousand miles of tributary streams; and be- 
yond we have the desert prairie wastes, to pro- 
tect us in our rear. Can you hem in such a ter- 
ritory as that? You talk of putting up a wall 
of fire around eight hundred and fifty thousand 
sqiiare miles so situated! How absurd. 

But, sir, in this Territory lies the great valley 
of the Mississippi, now the real, and soon to be 
the acknowledged seat of the empire of the world. 
The sway of that valley will be as great as ever 
the Nile knew in the earlier ages of mankind. We 
own the most of that valley. The most valuable | 
part of it belongs to us; and although those who 
have settled above us are now opposed to us, 
another generation will tell adifferent tale. They 
are ours by all the laws of nature; slave-labor will 
go over every foot of this great valley where it 
will be found profitable to use it, and those who 
do not use it are soon to be united with us by 
such ties as will make us one and inseparable. 
The iron horse will soon be clattering over the 
sunny plains of the South to bear the products of 
its upper tributaries to our Atlantic ports, as it 
now clatters over the ice-bound North. There is 
the great Mississippi, a bond of union made by 
nature’s law. She will forever vindicate her right 
tothe Union. On this fine territory we have a 
population four times as large as that with which 
these colonies separated from the mother country, 
and a hundred, I might say a thousand fold as 
Strong. Our population is now sixty per cent. 
greater than that of the whole United States when 
we entered into the second war of independence. 
It is twice as large as the whole population of the 
United States was ten years after the conclusion 
of that war, and our exports are three times as 
great as those of the whole United States then. | 
Upon our muster-rolls we have a million of men. 
In a defensive war, upon an emergency, every | 
one of them would be available. At any time, the | 
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the South can raise, equip, and maintain in the 
field, a larger army than any Power of the earth 
can send against her, and an army of soldiers— 
men broughtup on horseback, with guns in their 
hands. 

If we take the North, even when the two large 
States of Kansas and Minnesota shall be admit- 
ted, her territory will be one hundred thousand 
square miles short of ours. I do not speak of 
California and Oregon; there is no antagonism 
between the South and those countries, and never 
will be. The population of the North is fifty per 
cent. greater than ours. 


L have nothing to say in 
disparagem« nte 


ither of the soil of the North, or 
the people of the North, who are a brave, intelli- 
gent, energetic race, full of intellect, but they pro- 
duce no great staple that the South does not pro- 
duce; but we produce two or three, and those are 
the very greatest, that she can never produce. As 
to her men, however high they may be, they have 
never proved themselves to be superior to those 
of the South, either in the field or in the Senate. 
jut, sir, the strength of a nation depends in a 
great measure upon its wealth, and the wealth of 
a nation, like that of a man, is to be estimated by 
its surplus production. You may go to your 
trashy census books, all of which 1s perfect non- 
sense, and they will tell you that in the State of 
Tennessee, the whole number of house-servants 
is not equal to one half those in my own house, 
and such things as that... You may ascertain what 
is mete throughout the country from these census 
books, but it is no matter how much is made ifit 
is all consumed. If aman is worth millions of 
dollars and consumes his income, is he rich? Is 
he competent to embark in any new enterprise? 
Can he build ships or railroads* And could a 
peoplein.that condition build shi sand roads and 
go towar? All the enterpris “peace and war 
depend upon the surplus produc ‘onsof a people. 
They may be happy, they may be comfortable, 
they may enjoy themselves in eating what they 
make; but they are not rich, they are not strong. 
It seems, by going to the reports of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, which are authentic, that last 
year the United States exported in round num- 
bers $279 000,000 worth of domestic produce, ex- 
cluding gold and foreign merchandise reéxported. 
Of this amount $158,000,000 worth is the clear 
produce of the South; articles that are not and 
cannot be made at the North. Here are then 


$80,000,000 worth of exports of products of the | 


forest, animal provisions, and breadstuffs. 
assume that the South but 
these, and I think that is a low calculation, our 
exports are $185,000,000, leaving‘to the North 
less than $95,000,000. 

In addition to this, we send to the North 
$30,000,000 worth of cotton, which is not counted 
in the exports. We send to her $8,000,000 worth 
of tobacco, which is not counted in the exports. 
We send naval stores, lumber, rice, and many 
other minor articles. ‘There is no doubt that we 
send to the North $40,000,000 in addition; but 
suppose the amount to be $35,000,000, and it will 
give usasurplus production of $220,000,000. The 
recorded exports of the South noware greater than 
the whole exports of the United States in any year 
before 1856. They are greater than the whole 
average exports of the United States for the last 
twelve years, including the two extraordinary 
years of 1856 and 1857. They are nearly double 
the amount of the average exports of the twelve 
preceding years. If lam right in my calculations 
as to $220,000,000 of surplus produce, there is not 
a nation onthe face of the earth, with any numer- 
ous population, that can compete with as in pro- 
duce per capita. It amounts to $16 66 per head, 
supposing that we have twelve million people, 
England, with all her accumulated wealth, with her 
concentrated and intellectualized energy, makes 
under sixteen dollars of surplus production per 
head. 

I have not made a calculation as to the North, 
with her $96,000,000 surplus; but, admitting that 
she exports as much as we do, with her eighteen 


If we 
made 


millions of population it would be but little over | 


one third of 


twelve dollars a head at the outside. She cannot 
export to us and abroad exceeding ten dollars a 
head against our sixteen dollars. I know well 
enough that the North sends to the South a vast 
amount of the productions of her industry. I take 
it for granted that she, at least, pays us in that 
way for the thirty or forty million dollars worth 
of cotton and other articles we send her. I am 
willing to admit that she pays us considerably 
more; but to bring her up to our amount of sur- 
plus production, to bring her up to $220,000,000 
of surplus production, the South must take from 
her $125,000,000; and this, in addition to our 
share of the consumption of the $333,000,000 
worth introduced into the country from abroad, 
and paid for in part by our own exportse The 
thine is : 1; it is impossible; it can never ap- 
pear anywhere but on a census statistic book. 

With an export of $220,000,000 under the pres- 
ent tariil, the South organized separately would 
have about $40,000,000 of revenue. With one 
fourth the present tariff she would have a revenue 
adequate to all her wants, for the South would 
never go to war; she would never need an army 
or a navy, beyond a few garrisons on the fron- 
tiers and a few revenue cutters. It is commerce 
that breeds war. It is manufactures that require 
to be hawked about over the world, and give rise 
to navies and commerce. But we have nothing 
to do but to take off restrictions on foreign mer- 
chandise and open our ports, and the whole world 
will come tous to trade. They will be too glad to 
bring and carry for us,and we never shall dream 
ofawar. Why, sir, the South has never yet had 
a just cause of war. Every time she has seized 
her sword it has been on the point of honor, and 
that point of honor has been mainly loyalty to her 
sister colonies and sister States, who have ever 
since plundered and calumniated her. 

Butif there were no other reason why we should 
never have a war, would any sane nation make 
war on cotton? Without firing a gun, without 
drawing a sword, when they make war on us we 
can bring the whole world to our feet. The South 
is pe rfectly competent to go on, one, two, or three 
years without planting a seed of cotton. I believe 
that if she was to plant but half her cotton, it 
would be an immense advantage to her. I am 
not so sure but thatafter three years’ cessation she 
would come out stronger than ever she was before 
and better prepared to enter afresh upon her great 
career of enterprise. What would happen if no 
cotton was furnished for three years? I will not 
stop to depict what every one can imagine, but 
this is certain: old England would topple headlong 
and carry the whole civilized world with her. 
No, sir, you dare not make war on cotton. No 
power on earth dares make war upon it. Cotton 
is king. Until lately the Bank of England was 
king, but she tried to put her screws as usual, the 
fall before last, upon the cotton crop, and was 
utterly vanquished. The last power has been 
conquered. Who can doubt it that has looked 
at recent events? When the abuse of credit had 
destroyed credit and annihilated confidence, when 
thousands of the strongest commercial houses in 
the world were coming down, and hundreds of 
millions of dollars of supposed property evapor- 
ating in thin air, when you came to a dead lock, 
and revolutions were threatened, what brought 
you up? Fortunately for you it was the com- 
mencement of the cotton season, and we have 
poured in upon. you one million six hundred 
thousand bales of cotton just at the crisis to save 
you from sinking. That cotton, but for the burst- 
ing of your speculative bubbles in the North, 
which produced the whole of this convulsion, 
would have brought us $100,000,000. We have 
sold it for $65,000,000, and saved you. Thirty- 
five million dollars we, the slaveholders of the 
South, have put inte’ the charity box of your mag- 
nificent financiers, your cotton lords, your mer- 
chant princes. 

But, sir, the greatest strength of the South arises 
from the harmony of her political and social in- 
stitutions. This harmony gives her a frame of 
society, the best in the world, and an extent of 
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political freedom, combined with entire security, 
such as no other people ever enjoyed upon the face 
of theearth. Society precedes government;creates 
it, and ought to control it; butas far as we can look 
back in historic times we find the case different; 
for government 1s no sooner created than it be- 
comes too strong for society, and shapes and 
molds, as well as controls it. In later centuries 
the progress of civilization and of intelligence has 
made the diverge nce so great as to produce civil 
wars and revolutions; and it is nothing now but 
the want of harmony between governments and 
societies which occasions all the uneasiness and 
trouble and terror that we see abroad. It was this 
that brought on the American Revolution. We 
threw off a Government not adapted to our social 
system, and made one for ourselves. The ques- 
tion is, how far have we succeeded? The South, 
so far as that is concerned, is satisfied, content, 
happy, harmonious, and prosperous. 

+ all social systems there must be a class to do 
the mean duties, to perform the drudgery of life. 
That js, a class requiring but alow order of intel- 
lect and but little skill. Its requisites are vigor, 
docility, fidelity. Such a class you must have, 
or you would not have that other class which leads 
progress, refinement, and civilization. It consti- 
tutes the very mud-sills of society and of political 
government; and you might as well attempt to 
build a house in the air, as to build either the one 
or the other, except on the mud-sills. Fortu- 
nately for the South, she found a race adapted to 
that purpose to her hand. A race inferior to her- 
self, but eminently qualified in temper, in vigor, 
in docility, incapacity to stand the climate, to an- 
swer all her purposes. We use them forthe pur- 
pose, and call them slaves. We are old-fashioned 
at the South yet; it is a word discarded now by 
ears polite; but I will not characterize that class at 
the North with that term; but you have it; it is 
there; it is everywhere; it is eternal. 

The Senator from New York said yesterday 
that the whole world had abolished slavery. Ay, 
the name, but not the thing; and all the powers of 
the earth cannot abolish it. God only can do it 
when he repeals the fiat, ‘* the poor ye always have 
with you;”’ for the man who lives by daily labor, 
and scarcely lives at that, and who has to put out 
his labor in the market and take the best he can get 
for it; in short, your whole class of manual labor- 
ers and operatives, as you call them, are slaves. 
The difference between us is, that our slaves are 
hired for life and well compensated; there is no 
starvation, no begging, no want of employment 
among our people, and not too much employment 
either. Yoursare hired by the day, not cared for, 
and scantily compensated, which may be proved 
in the most deplorable manner, at any hour, in 
any street in any of your large towns. Why, 
sir, you meet more beggars in one day, in any 
single street of the city of New York, than you 
would meet in a lifetime inthe wholeSouth. Our 
slaves are black, of another, inferior race. The 
status in which we have placed them is an eleva- 
tion. ‘They are elevated from the condition in 
which God first created them, by being made our 
slaves. None of that race on the whole face of 
the globe can be compared with the slaves of the 
South, and they know it. The y are happy, con- 
tent, unaspiring, and utterly incapable, from intel- 
lectual degradation, ever to give us any trouble by 
their aspirations. 

Your slaves are white, of your own race; you 
are brothers of one blood. They are your equals 
in natural endowment of intellect, and they feel 
galled by their degradation. Our slaves do not 
vote. We give them no political power. Yours 
do vote, and being the majority, they are the de- 
positaries of all your political power. If they 
knew the tremendous secret, that the ballot-box 
1s Stronger than an army with bayonets, and could 
combine, where would you be? Your society 
would be reconstructed, your government recon- 
structed, your property divided, not as they have 
mistakenly attempted to initiate such proceedings 
by meeting in parks, with arms in their hands, 
but by the quiet process of the ballot-box. You 
have been making war upon as to our very hearth- 
stones. How would you like for us to send lec- 
turers or agitators North, to teach these people 
this, to aid and assist in combining, and to lead 
the m? 

Mr. WILSON and others. Send them along. 

Mr. HAMMOND. You say, send them North. 


There is no need of that. They are coming here. 
Theyre thundering at our doors for homesteads 
of one hundred and sixty acres of land for noth- 
ing, and southern Senatorsaresupportingit. Nay, 
they are assembling, as I have said, with arms in 
their hands, and demanding work at 41,000 a year 
and six hoursaday. Have you heard that the 
ghost of Mendoza is stalking in the streets of 
your big cities; that the inquisition is at hand? 
There is afloat a fearful rumor that there have 
been consultations for vigilance committees. You 
know what that means already. Transient and 
temporary causes have thus far been your pres- 
ervation. The great West has been open to your 
surplus population, and your hordes of semi-bar- 
barian emigrants, who are crowding in year by 
year. They make a great movement, and you call 
it progress. ‘Whither? If is progress; but it is 
progress towards vigilance committees. The 
South have sustained you in a great measure. 
You are our factors. You bring and carry for us. 
One hundred and fifty million dollars of our money 
masses annually through your hands. Much of 
it sticks; all of it assists to keep your machinery 
together and in motion. Suppose we were to dis- 
charge you; suppose we were to take our business 
out of your hands; we should consign you to an- 
archy and poverty. 

You complain of the rule of the South: that has 
been another cause that has preserved you. We 
have kept the Government conservative to the 
great purposes of the Government. We have 
placed her, and kept her, upon the Constitution; 
and that has been the cause of your peace and 
prosperity. The Senator from New York says 
that that is about to be atan end; that you intend 
to take the Government from us; that it will pass 
from our hands. Perhaps what he says is true; 
it may be; but do not forget—it can never be for- 
gotten; it is written on the brightest page of hu- 
man history—that we, the slaveholders of the , 
South, took our country in her infancy; and, after 
ruling her for sixty out of the seventy years of 
her existence, we shall surrender her to you with- 
out a stain upon her honor, boundless, in pros- 
perity, incalculable in her strength, the wonder 
and the admiration of the world. Time willshow 
what you will make of her; but no time can ever 
diminish our glory or your responsibility. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Before entering, Mr. Pres- 
ident, upon the discussion of the merits of this 
important controversy, I feel called upon to no- 
tice, in brief terms, some considerations thrown 
into this debate which partake Tess of argument 


addressed to our judgments and consciences than 


of appeals calculated to alarm the apprehensions 
of patriots devoted to the Constitution and the 
Union. 

It has been more than intimated by the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] and 
again by the honorable Senator from Virginia, 
{Mr. Mason,] that unless Kansas be admitted at 
once into the Union asa slave State under the Le- 


| compton constitution, the Union of these States is 


to be broken up, and the Constitution overthrown; 
and the whole speech of the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hammonp] seemed to 
be based on the same idea. Sir, if I could be 
brought to believe that any such national calam- 
ity would follow, or that there were any well- 
grounded apprehensions that it might follow, I | 
am free to confess these appeals would be entitled 
to great consideration. I cannot, like the honor- | 
able Senator who has preceded me, coldly cal- 
culate the value of this Union, and compare the 
strength, power, and resources of the southern 
and northern confederacies into which he is pre- 
pared to divide it, and determine which shall hold 
the mastery. That is not the school in which 
I have been reared. Love for the Union, earn- 
est, intense, undying love for the Union of these 
States, was instilled into my bosom in my earliest 
childhood. Next to the God of heaven, I was 
taught to. love, honor, and defend it under all cir- 
cumstances and against all enemies, from without 
and from within. That sentiment has grown with 
my growth, and strengthened with my strength; 
and now, in the full vigor of manhood, itis my deep 


| and sacred conviction to-day, that, asa nation, we 


are indebted to that Union for all we have been, 
for all we are, and for all we may hope to be. By 
that Union this nation, in its past history and its 
present position, and, if true to itself, in its future 
destiny, is to be the highest, the greatest, and most | 
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divinely favored the sun ever shone upon. | 

that Union, under God, as a nation inal! that eo. 
stitutes national greatness and makes us a Pow, 
among the nations upon the earth, we live ay, 
move and have our being. The great Oratory of 
New England, on this floor, more than a quart,, 
of acentury ago, gave utterance to this sentimey, 

so dear and so sacred to every American hea)’ 
in words too striking and too forcible ever to |, 
forgotten: ‘* Liberty and union, now and foreye; 

one and inseparable.”? Cherishing as I do ‘th, 
sentiment, in common, as I believe, with the greg: 
mass of the American people, I am free to ey). 
fess, sir, that J can never hear the dissolutioy of 
that Union suggested from any respectable quar. 
ter as an event that may happen, without pro. 
found emotion; and I have deemed it my first 
duty to consider well whether there are any reg. 
sonable grounds to apprehend such a result befoy; 
I enter upon a discussion of the inerits of the coy. 
troversy now going on. I have duly consider 
that question, as I believe, in all its bearings, ang 
have arrived at the conclusion that there is jo 
just foundation for any such apprehensions; ai, 
{ will briefly state my reasons. 

First.of all, Mr. President, the union of these 
States is the most sacredly cherished object of 
the patriotic devotion of all the people of the 
several States, with very few exceptions, North, 
South, East, and West. There are a few inij- 
viduals, both North and South, to be found, who 
would, if they could, break it up; bat, I doubt 
not, that arises from some peculiar constitution 
of their minds; while, with the great mass of the 
people of the United States, the men of sober 
judgment and good cormmon sense, they are re- 
garded as impracticable men, with morbid or 
diseased imaginations, who are entitled to very 
little weight. There have been times when, from 
newspaper reports thrown out in the heat of po- 
litical excitement, some of the prominent men of 
Mississippi and South Carolina have been said to 
favor a dissolution of the Union; but the warm 
and devoted attachment declared by both the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi—the one, [Mr. Browy,} 
in his recent speech on Kansas affairs; the other, 
{Mr. Davis,] in his reply to the question of the 
honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fessev- 
DEN;|—satisfies me that loyalty to the Union is 
still the sentiment of the people of that State. 
Krom the same source, (newspaper reports,) the 
position of the members of Congress from South 
Carolina upon this subject has been questioned. 
I am informed thata certain newspaper published 
in South Carolina, called the Charleston Mercury, 
in 1856, in reply to an article in the New York 
Herald, declared that— 

** Upon the policy of dissolving the Union, of separating 
the South from her northern enemies, and establishing a 
southern confederacy, parties, presses, politicians, and pco- 


ple, are a unit. There is not @ single public man in her 
limits; not one of her present Representatives or Senators 
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, in Congress, who is not pledged to the lips in favor of dis- 


union.”’ 


Notwithstanding this statement of a paper pub- 
lished in Charleston, South Carolina, I have been 
led to believe, and I do believe, that it is but the 
heated declaration of a newspaper editor, thrown 
out in the midst of a political canvass, and sith- 
ilar to some threats against the Union we saw in 
the Richmond Enquirer during the presidential 


| canvass; which, we were afterwards informed, 


were made as the only means of saving the Union! 
Notwithstanding what has just fallen from the 
Senator from South Carolina, with all due respect 
I must still be permitted to say, that, in my opin- 
ion, ninety-nine in a hundred of all the people of 


| the United States are, in their very heart of hearts, 
_ loyal to the Union; and that it is not in the power 


of Congress, in this or the other branch, or both 
together, to dissolve this Union, if they were to 
undertake it. Members of Congress are sent here 
to support the Constitution and the Union. They 
are sworn to support them; and any attempt to 
overturn either would not only bring the crime o! 


_ treason and perjury upon themselves, but it would 
| prove wholly futile. 


The resolutions of State Legislatures, passed 
under the political excitement of the hour, we 
have all seen before. Vermont it was whose 
Legislature resolved that, in case Texas was an- 
nexed, the Union was dissolved ipso facto. 1 be- 
lieve some one or more of the extreme southern 
States passed similar resolutions in case Califor- 
nia was admitted as a free State. But the Union 
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il] stands; and, in my humble opinion, with all 
jue deference and respect to the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Alabama, it will still stand, though 
Kansas Should be admitted uhder the Topeka 
oy Lecompton constitution, or admitted under 


either; and it will stand forever. Sir, the peo- 

ie of these United States, upon their sober sec- 
ond thought, will not only not dissolve this Union 
chemselves, but they will not suffer it to be dis- 
solved. Any man, or set of men, or any party, 
who may undertake it, will, in my opinion, in 

-end be utterly overwhelmed and buried be- 

yond the hope of political resurrection. 
"Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to in- 
cerrupt him at this point?) The remark which he 
has just made has frequently fallen from the other 
side of the Chamber; and as it is somewhat am- 
hiuous and oracular, 1 should like to have a 
clear explanation of it. I wish to know whether 
the Senator means that the power of this Gov- 
ernment would he exerted to coerce a State into 
the Union? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The ground which I take 
is, that the great mass of the people in all the 
States are pledged to maintain.the Union, and they 
will maintain it; and it is not in the power of any 
politicians or any set of politicians in the States 
to dissolve the Union, if they were to undertake 
todo so. ‘The people will not only not dissolve 
they will not suffer it to be dissolved. 

When the question comes to be discussed and 

understood and brought home to the hearts and 

the hearthstones of the people, there is, in my 
opinion, no State where the party that shall un- 
dertake to accomplish disunion will not be utterly 
innihilated and overwhelmed beyond the hope of 
political resurrection. 

' Mr. CLAY. The Senator does not seem to 
comprehend my question. I have heard it said 
on this floor—I need not allude to what has been 
said in the papers—that the North would not per- 
mit any State to secede from the Union. What 
I wished to understand from the Senator was, 
whether he meant to say that the physical power, 
the military and naval foree of the Government, 
should be exerted to coerce any State back into 
the Union after she had chosen to separate her- 
self? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. When cases arise, it will 
be time enough to meet them. I do not say what 
possibly mightarise. I am only speaking of what 

| believe cannotarise. I say that, in my opinion, 
no State in this Union will secede, or attempt to 
secede, and no set of men in any State can per- 
suade the people to undertake to secede — not 
even in South Carolina—whether Kansas be ad- 
mitted as a State under the Lecompton or the 
Topeka constitution, or not admitted under any 
constitution at all, for five years to come. I 
do not believe that I underestimate the power of 
politicians, or overestimate the good sense and 
intelligence of the American people, when I say 
that [do not believe it to be in the power of all 
the politicians in Washington to break up the 
union of these States, if they were to under- 
take it. Whenever the hour of trial shall come, 
the deep, the devoted, the intense, the undying 
love of the great mass of the American people for 
the union of these States will prove itself to be 
stronger and more abiding than the power of any 
political organization. I know that in ordinary 
times, and upon questions of ordinary intergst, 
public opinion may be swayed, molded, and, toa 
certain extent, controlled, by men in office, by 
party machinery, and political organizations; and 
then public opinion would seem to be the mere 
voice of the politicians; but there are other times 
and other questions—great emergencies—times 
that try the souls of men, when the deep fountains 
of the human heart are broken up; and then it is 
as true to-day as it was in the days of the Revolu- 
tion, the voice of the people is the voice of God. 
At times, it is true public opinion isa gently flow- 
ing stream, to some extent easily diverted in its 
course, upon whose smooth, tranquil surface, pol- 
iticiams and office-seekers may float upon their 
platforms into place and power; but there are other 
times when the heavens are darkened and the 
storm is gathered, when the rains have descended 
and the floods have come, that it rolls along, fit 
emblem of Almighty wrath and power; resistance 
but maddens its fury and increases its strength; 
when mere politicians and platforms and party or- 
ganizations are all swept away, to become nicre 


it, but 


| any degree with the doctrines of the old are 


the honor in part to r 


floodwood upon the surface of the rushing current. 
Sir, there can be no mistaking the fact that a great 
emergency is now upon us. We are in the midst 
of arevolution not altogether bloodless, in which, 
for the first time in the history of the American 
Government, the Administration at Washington, 
by an armed intervention, is éndeavoring to force 
aStateinto the Union against the will of its people. 
The President may ignore the true condition of 
affairs; he may honestly suppose that there is a 
great delusion in the public mind, instead of his 
own; but he will learn, and the politicians will 
learn, that the people of these United States are 
about to take this matter into their own hands. 
‘rom Maine to Kansas, we hear their voice de- 
manding in thunder tones that this Lecompton 
constitution shall not be forced upon that people 
against their will. And, sir, if you will listen to the 
voice of the great majority ofthe people, even from 
the southern States, you will soon hear coming up, 
from their very heart of hearts, now in whispers, 
now in plain, out-spoken words, curses, not loud, 
but deep, and none the less bitter, against this 
whole Kansas policy, from the beginning to the 
end. 

But, sir, to return to the point from which I have 
digressed. Pray, sir, what political party desires 
the dissolution of this Union? Is itthe American 
party? Its whole existence is staked upon its 
Americanism and its nationality. « Is it the party 
which claims, par excellence, to be the National 
Democratic party ?—strange as the misnomer may 
seem to me, applied to a party to which, at this 
day, neither Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, nor 
Jackson, could consistently belong. But, however 
it may have lost sight of the principles of that party 
in its earlier days, it still claims to be national in 
its character, the champion of the Union, of law 
and order. Allits professions—and I am bound to 
believe, for I yield to others the same patriotism 
and sincerity of purpose which I claim for myself 
—all its convictions and aspirations are to sustain 
law and order, and to maintain the perpetuity of 
the Constitution and the Union. Is it, then, the 
Republican party which is in favor of a dissolu- 
tion of the Union? Sir, I knowit has been some- 
times charged that the Republican party is sec- 
tional in its purposes and disloyal to the Union; 
that it-aims to trample down the constitutional 
rights of the States, and thus, indirectly, under- 
mine the foundations of the Union. This charge 
is utterly groundless. That party commenced its 
organization at Pittsburg on the 22d of February, 
1556; and in its address and resolutions there was 
riot a doctrine, not a syllable, which conflicts in 


- 


lican party of 1798; and in the State which I have 
‘present, in the resolutions 
passed almost unanimously by the Republican 


members of the Legislature of Wisconsin upon 


| my nomination to a place in this body, they ex- 


pressly adopted and incorporated, as a part of their 
very platform, the resclutions passed by the Ken- 
tucky and Virginia Legislatures in 1798-99 in rela- 
tion to the reserved rights, sovereignty, and inde- 
pendence of the several States. While, upon the 
one hand, there will be found no State more loyal 
to the Union and the Constitution than Wiscon- 


| sin, upon the other hand there will be found no 
| State ready to maintain in full vigor, with greater 


| member of the Confederacy. 


energy or more devotion, the reserved rights, sov- 
ereignty, and independence, of each and every 
In answer to this 


| oft-repeated charge as to the disloyalty of the Re- 


| to secure. 


publican party to the Constitution and the Union, 
| beg leave to read a brief extract from the address 
which was put forth at its organization in Pitts- 
burg in February, 1856: 

‘* We declare, in the first place, our fixed and unaltered 


devotion to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
ends for which it was established, and to the means which 


| it provided for their attainment. 


*“* We declare our purpose to obey, in all things, the re- 
quirements of the Constitution, and of all laws enacted in 
pursuance thereof. We cherish a profound reverence for 
the wise and patriotic men by whom it was framed, and a 
lively sense of the blessings it has conferred upon our coun- 
try and upon mankind througleut the world. In every 
crisis of difficulty and of danger we shall invoke its spirit, 
and proclaim the supremacy of its authority. 

** In the next place, we declare our ardent and anshaken 
attachment to this Union of American States which the 
Constitution created and has thus far preserved. We revere 
it as the purchase of the blood of our forefathers, as the con 
dition of our national renown, and as the guardian and 
guarantee of that liberty which theConstitution was designed 
We will defend and protect it against all its en 
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We will recognize no geographical divisions, no 
local interests, no narrow or sectional prejudices, in our en- 
deavors to preserve the union of these States against foreign 
aggression and domestic strife. What we claim for our- 
selves, we claim forall, The rights, privileges, and liber- 
ties, Which we demand as our inheritance, we concede as 
their inheritance to all the citizens of this Republic.” 

The Republican party was hardly organized 
when the campaign of 1856 came on. Its organ- 
ization is still going on, preparatory to taking pos- 
session of this Government in 1860. Its purposes 
are not to trample upon the rights of the South; 
not to strike down any of the institutions of the 
South; but simply to restore the administration of 
the Federal Governmentto the policy of the early 
republican fathers. It asks for nothing more; it 
will be satisfied with nothing less. The cardinal 
point upon which this party is gathered, the flag 
which it bears at the head of its column, is the 
Constitution, the Uniot, the rights of the States, 
and the rights of the Federal Government. With 
very few exceptions, every resolution, every well- 
considered speech of every prominent member of 
the party, from its organization at Pittsburg on the 
22d of February, 1856, to this hour, breathes the 
spirit of ardent loyalty to the Union; and if evera 
political party can be ** pledged to the lips”’ in favor 
of maintaining the Constitution and the Union at 
all hazards, against all enemies from abroad, and 


emies. 


| against all traitors at home, it is the Republican 


party. I know that in the campaign of 1856 this 
charge was made against the Republican party, 
with tremendous effect, in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
and Pennsylvania, and also throughout all the 
southern States, where scarcely any newspaper 
could be found to give utterance to its doctrines, 
where its speeches and addresses were prevented 
from circulation, and where the great mass of the 
people could neither understand nor appreciate its 
purposes and motives. I know that during that 
canvass it was sometimes threatened, even in the 
northern States, that in case Colonel Frémont 
should be elected President of the United States 
by the legal votes and suffrages of the American 
people, he should never he inaugurated; that Colo- 
nel Frémont, though legally elected, though he 
stood pledged before the American people to main- 
tain the Constitution, the Union, and the rights of 


| the several States, should never be permitted to 


take the oath of office in Washington city, but that 
the Union would be dissolved. I never heard but 
one reply from the Republicans: *‘ If Mr, Buch- 
anan is elected, we will stand by the Union; if Mr. 
Fillmore is elected, we will stand by the Union; 
and if Colonel Frémont is elected, we will stand 
by the Union; ay, we will fight for the Union to the 
very death; and if any man, high or low, attempts 
to overthrow it, we will indict him for treason, tr 
him for treason, and, if the jury do not acquit 
him upon the ground of insanity, and if the Presi- 
dent do not interfere to pardon him, we will hang 
him as sure as there is a God in heaven.’’ 

If that be disloyalty tothe Union, then, sir, the 


| Republican party plead guilty to the charge, but 


not otherwise. This oft-repeated charge against 
the Republican party is utterly groundless. They 
are pledged, not only not to dissolve the Union 
themselves, but not to suffer it to be dissolved; 
to use every power which God has given them 
to prevent its dissolution! The Union of these 
States was formed in that struggle which gave 
American liberty its birth; the same struggle 
which brought to man upon earth the glad tidings 
of political redemption. Although it cost the treas- 
ure, the agony, and the blood of our ancestors to 
achieve it, I trust the time will never come, which 
seems to be anticipated by the honorable Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. Cray,] when it will cost the 


| blood, the agony, and the treasure, of their sons 


to maintain it. But, sir, let me tell that honor- 


| able Senator, that the same spirit which shaped 
| the destiny and guided the deliberations of our 
| forefathers in the formation of the Union, still 
| lives—not in one section alone, but in every sec- 
| tion and in every State; and that same spirit will 
| be ever ready to cement again, if it be necessary, 


in the blood of the sons, the eternal Union made 
by thefathers. There is a spiritin the American 
people which, on board the ship of State, as it 
may occasionally seem to ride over the breakers, 
neecs but to be awakened from apparent slumber 
to arise, and say with a Savior’s voice to the 
storm and the raging sea, ‘* Peace, be still!’”’ and 
that voice will be obeyed. 

It will never be forgotten by the American 
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people, that the bonds of the Union were sealed 
with the blood of a common ancestry, with com- 
mon sacrifices, heroism,and suffering. Whatever 
politicians may say in hours of excitement, when 
the day of trial comes the American people will 
be ready to imitate and to emulate the example of 
their forefathers. They gathered around Wash 

ington from the North and from the South. Like 
a band of brothers, ready to endure every sacrifice 
and every hardship, together often they shared 
their scanty meal, and on the cold winter night 
together shared their thin and tattered covering; 
shoulder to shoulder, indeed, they stood in the 
day of conflict, freely baring their bosoms in each 
other’s defense; together, often their very life- 
blood gushed and mingled; and side by side their 
ashes still rest upon that soil which their united 
valor defended. ‘The Union is stil) consecrated 
by holding those ashes—those sacred ashes. To 
any man who proposes to dissolve the Union, I 
desire to put this question: where will you draw 
the line of separation—upon which side of Mount 
Vernon shall it fall? 

Sir, I know not how others may feel; I know 
not how our brethren of the southern States may 
feel; but this one thing [ know: there is no power 
on earth can hold the tomb of Washington upona | 
soiland within a jurisdiction foreign to the twenty 
millions of people who inhabit the northern and 
western States of this Confederacy; and I believe 
the same may be said of the creat mass of the 
people of the ‘middle States, if it be not true to 
the same extent of the extreme southern States. 
And as for Wisconsin she was born of Virginia— 
born in the days of her revolutionary heroes and 
statesmen; in the days of her youthful vigor; in 
the days, too, of her true republican principles. 
Like Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois,and Michigan, Wis- 
consin, though the youngest of the sisters, takes 
equal pride in tracing her parentage to the Old 
Dominion, the mother of States and of statesmen. 
She takes pride in the great names of the states- 
men of Virginia; she claims them as part of her 
inheritance. If the day shall ever come—which 
may God in his mercy avert !—when treason shall 
raise its head against the Constitution and the 
Union, and undertake to sever Virginia from her 
offspring, be assured, sir, thatthe teeming millions 
who inhabit those northwestern States, as well as 
all the northern and eastern States, and the untold 
millions of their descendants, will continue to bear 
the same flag which Washington bore, and they 
will belong to the land that holds hisashes, though 
the peaceful Potomac, which flows by his tomb, 
shall run red with the blood of traitors. They will 
never surrender their birthright, and it shall never 
be taken from them. This Constitution is their 
Constitution; this country is their country; the 
flag of the Union is their flag; and they will never 
desertit, never surrender it. **What we claim for 
ourselves, we claim for all. The rights, privi- 
leges, and liberties, which we demand as our in- 
heritance, we concede as their inheritance, to all 
the citizens of this Republic.’’ 

The union of these States is cemented by an- 
other bond no less strong—the bond of a common 
interest in the great valley of the Mississippi. I 
agree with the honorable Senator who preceded 
me, that the valley of the Mississippi will bind 
the Union together in bonds which can never be 
broken. Situated as Wisconsin is, with her whole 
eastern boundary upon the great lakes, whose 
waters flow into the Atlantic, she has a common 
jnterest and sympathy with all the northern and 
eastern and Atlantic States. Bounded upon the 
west by the Mississippi, with her navigable waters 
flowing into it, by nature and geographical posi- 
tion she has a common interest with all those 
States whose waters flow into the Gulf of Mexico 
from the great valley of the Mississippi, to main- 
tain forever the free and wnidteeneatad conimerce 
of the Mississippi and the Gulf, which the Consti- 
tution of the United States secures. 

The proposition by Spain to cede to England or 
I’rance the Island of Cuba would arouse the oppo- 
sition of the whole American people almost as one 
man;and why, sir? Simply because, in the hands 
of a strong naval Power, from its geographical 


position and harbors it would command the com- | 
merce of the valley of the Mississippi; in short, | 


because Havana is the Sebastopol of the Gulf. Do 
you suppose, sir, that the people of the Missis- 


sippi valley, to say nothing of the great commer- |. 


cial States, who furnished the money to purchase | 


, that are in operation around us. 


Louisiana, will ever consent that the mouths of 
the Mississippi shall be held in @& foreign juris- 
diction? No man doubts the chivalry or bravery 
of Louisiana, or of any portion of the people of 


the southern States; but there is an irresistible | 


logic in overwhelming numbers, and numbers, 
too, constantly augmenting in almost geometrical 
progression under the operation of the laws of em- 
ivration and population with as unerring certainty 
as the revolutions of the earth. To suppose that 
even now, and more especially when, within the 
next thirty years, there shall be a free white popu- 
lation of more than fifty millions with an identity 
of interest in the commerce of the Mississippi 
and the Gulf of Mexico, they will suffer the outlet 
of that commerce to be held by a foreign State, 
on account of negroes held in slavery by a few 
hundred thousand citizens of some of the States 
of this Union, would be as idle as to undertake 
to dam the waters of the Mississippi, to chain the 
lightning, or, like Xerxes, the Hellespont itself. 
It is one of those things which cannot be done, 
sir; no line of separation can be made to divide 
the valley of the Mississippi You cannot cut 
thatriverin two. Asallthat vast,and as yet but 
comparatively undeveloped region, drained by 
that river, embracing all your territories between 
the Alleghanies and the Rocky Mountains, shall 
become filled up with untold mllions of the most 
hardy, brave, intelligent, and enterprising people, 
they will bind this Union together in bonds of 
common interest, language,and sympathy, which 
no power on earth can sever. ike its eternal, 
ever-flowing waters, the commerce of the Missis- 
sippi shall flow ever and onward uninterrupted to 
the Gulf. Divide the valley of the Mississippi? 
No, sir; never, till those waters cease to flow, and 
those fertile valleys cease to yield the necessaries 
for human life. This Union rests upon a founda- 
tion more enduring than any mere human enact- 
ments. It rests upon the laws and the necessities 
of our population and geographical position; upon 
the laws which govern the growth of ages in the 
history of mankind. The same Almighty Being 
who watched over its infant colonization, its rev- 
olutionary struggle for the independence of the 
soil and its second struggle for the freedom of 
the seas, its struggle for the independence of its 
Treasury from the domination and control of as- 
sociated wealth, still watches over every step of 
its growth and progress; and, in spite of parties 
and platforms, presses and politicians, is carrying 
it onward, and right onward to the high destiny 
to which He has called it. 

Another set of stockholders, in another kind of 
institution than a national bank, but compared 


with which all the power of a national bank was | 
a mere pigmy, undertake to seize hold of this | 
Government, and commence offensive, aggressive | 


operations against the people of the North and 
their free institutions; but the same Providence 


will watch over us in our struggles with this | 


ower. 

Statesmen may see and appreciate the causes 
They may see 
and feel the mighty current of emigration, the 
power of population which is bringing upon this 
continent the bravest, the best, and the most 
enterprising of the whole human family, by mil- 
lions upon millions. 
men to see and appreciate these causes, which 


they can no more control than they can control | 
the currents of air or of ocean. This vast continent | 


It would be wise for states- | 
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identity of language, sympathy, and interogy. 
| upon a common history, common recollections’ 
’ 


common hopes, and a common destiny. It resis 
moreover, in a great measure, upon the promises 
revealed in that volume which all Christians accept 
as Divine. It is a faith with me which neve, 
wavers; which no idle threats can disturb for a 
a moment; which every reason addressed to the 
understanding confirms, and which every sent. 
ment of patriotism approves; and which, under 
the sanction of a deep religious conviction, leans 
upon the Almighty for its strength. 

Mr. KING. As my friend from Wisconsjy 
will not be able to conclude to-day, I ask him to 


8 


| give way to a motion to adjourn, or for an ex. 
| ecutive session, if that be the disposition of the 


other side. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I yield the floor. 

Mr. KING. Unless there is a disposition on 
the other side to have an executive session, I shal| 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FITCH. I should like to have an execy- 


| tlve session. 


Mr. KING. I make that motion. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business: 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I move that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn, it be to Monday next. 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 20, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Broderick, Chandler, Collamer, 
Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 


| Foster, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, 


Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—20. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Clark, Clay, 


| Fitch, Green, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ten- 
| nessee, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Stuart, Toombs, 


and Wright—19. 

So the motion was.agreed to. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MEA SON called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Broderick, Chandler, Clark, Col 


| lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fes- 


senden, Foot, Foster, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Seward, Sim- 

mons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—21. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Clay, Fitch, 

Green, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, 


| Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk, 
| Pugh, Toombs, and Wright—19. 


was reserved in the providence of God for the very | 


purpose of giving full scope for the development 
of man under the influence of modern and Chris- 


tian civilization. Our system of government is but || 


the outgrowth of that civilization. Itis adapted to | 


it and based upon it. It has no precedent; it has 
no compeer. All that has preceded it has but pre- 
pared the way for its coming; and its whole grand 
object, end, and aim, is to work out for man upon 
earth a better, higher, and more divine life. The 
orophets foresaw it; the good men of all ages have 


onged and prayed for its approach; and, in my | 


opinion, Heaven, with all its omnipotence, stands 
pledged for its suecess. This Union, this Con- 
stitution, this form of government, this wonderful 


And thereupon the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 4, 1858. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. C. Granserry. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
IMPROPER EXECUTIVE INFLUENCE. 
The SPEAKER stated the first question in 


order to be a resolution of the gentleman from 


| New York, [Mr. Hoarp,] in reference to alleged 


attempts of the Executive to improperly influence 
the action of members of the House. The pend- 
ing question is, shall the resolution be received 
and entertained, on the ground that the privileges 
of the House are involved ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to introduce a bill to 
extend the provisions of certain acts granting 
bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers in the 
military service of the United States, for reference 


i| only. 


Mr. HARLAN. I object, unless there shall 
be an understanding that we all shall have equal 


as to introduce bills. 


development, this position among the Powers of | 
the earth, is not a thing of accident or of chance. | 


No, sir, ‘there's a divinity that shapes ourends.”’ 


My confidence in the perpetuity of the Union | 


rises in its character to be a strong and abiding 
faiiii—a faith based upon the devoted patriotism 


| 


Ir. HOARD took the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has not the gentleman from 
New York addressed the House once alread y? Im- 
mediately after the Chair submitted the question 
the other day, the gentleman made his speech, 
and then the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Bornetr] replied to him. If the Chair decides 
in favor of my point, I claim the floor. 

Mr. HOARD. What I said was in response 
to a letter which had been introduced. I senda 
modification of my resolution to the Clerk’s desk. 
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1858. 
The Clerk read the modification, as follows: 
Insert the words in the preamble: ‘“ And further, to 
chow the propriety of adopting the following resolution, [, 


CyarLes B. Hoarp, &@ member of the House of Represent- 
yes, state that common fame charges the President of 





rhe United States with endeavors to control the action of | 


members of this House on the question of admitting Kansas 
to the Union under the Lecompion constitution, by offers 
of executive appointments, to be subject to their control.” 


Mr. LETCHER. 
as it now stands. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas, a statement has been made by a member of this | 


House, importing that the Hon. Mr. Burns, of Ohio, had 


Let the resolution be read | 


stated to him, in a conversation on the subject of his vote | 
on the resolutions of Hon. Mr. Harris, of Illinois, to com- | 
mit to a select committee the President’s message on the | 
Kansas question, that he was to have certain official patron- | 


the Hon. Mr. Burns had previously been free in his avowal 


we or appointments to office at his disposal ; and whereas, | 


of sentiments with which his vote on that occasion was in | 


conflict, thus furnishing ground to suspect that some im- 


proper influence had been exerted to bias the said member’s | 


oficial action as a member of this House: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by 
the Speaker to inquire aud investigate whether avy improper 
attempts have been or are being made, directly orindireecty, 
hy any person connected with the executive department of 
this Government, or by any other person acting with their 
advice or cousent, to influence the action of any member 
of this House, upon any questions or measure upon which 
the House has acted, or which is now under consideration, 


with power to send for persons and papers, and leave to re- 


port at any time, by bill or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair 
js, that the gentleman from New York made the 
remarks which he submitted before the question 
of order was raised. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman from New York is entitled to the floor. 
~ Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; if the Chair will 
look to the minutes of that day’s proceedings on 
the Journal, he will see that he is mistaken; and 
if the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Burnetr] 
were in the Hlouse [ know he would sustain my 
recollection, which is very distinct, that when the 
resolution was first presented the gentleman from 
New York asked permission to make a personal 
explanation; it was objected to; he then intro- 
duced the resolution as a question of privilege; the 
gentleman from Kentucky made objection, and 
the Chair then decided that the House must de- 
termine whether. it was a question of privilege or 
not, and awarded the floor to the gentleman, and 
he made his remarks, which were immediately 
replied to by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
BurnetT.| Iam satisfied that the Journal will 
show these to be the facis. 

The SPEAKER. 
hama is aware that the Journal would not show 
whether there was debate or not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am aware of that. 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Burnett] is now 
in his seat, and I desire his attention for a mo- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the gentleman from New York is entitled to pro- 
ceed. The gentleman from New York had the 


The | 


The gentleman from Ala- 


floor some days since, and no objecuon was made | 


to his proceeding. 
motion might be made to postpone the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is the Chair not in error 
about the facts of the case? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. 
bama is stating a question of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 ask the attention of the 
Chair to this point. 

Mr. GROW. Has an appeal been taken from 
the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
the House after the question was submitted. 

Mr. GROW. Linsist on my question. Does 
the gentleman apffeal ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
whether the gentleman from Alabama intends to 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. GROW. 
is an appeal taken. 

The SPEAKER. Inaddition to what the Chair 


The gentleman addressed | 


He yielded the floor that a | 


The gentleman from Ala- | 


I object to debate unless there | 


has already stated, the Chair thinks thatthe mod- | 
ification which the gentleman from New York | 


submits entitles him to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to raise a question 
of order; and if the Chair decides against me, I 
shall appeal from the decision of the Chair. It 
is a difficult and embarrassing matter to take an 
appeal about, because it depends upon a proper 
recollection of the facts of the case. But there 
are gentlemen here who will remember, I have 


TH 





no doubt, what I now propose to state. When 
the resolution was originally presented by the 
gentleman from New Yerk, the Chair submitied 
it to the House to determine whether it was a 
question of privilege, and decided that that ques- 
tion was debatable. The gentleman from New 
York, under those circumstances,made his speech, 
and finished it to his own satisfaction. He was 
replied to by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
3URNETT,}] and then the question went over. 
Now, | never intended to allow the gentleman 
from New York to take the floor and make an- 
other speech upon this subject without objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Perhaps the Chair 
will recollect that when the gentleman from New 
York was attempting to make a speech I objected 
to his proceeding until the Chair should have de- 
cided whether it was a question of privilege or 
not. The Chair then said, that following the pre- 
cedent set a day or two before, he would leave it 
to the House to determine that question, and that 
the question was debatable. The Chair also said 
that he had looked into the precedents and found 
that they sustained the decision made some days 
before. The gentleman from New York then 
made a speech, and the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Burner] replied to it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. If the gen- 
tleman from New York will give way for that 
purpose, I will move t 


Mr. BURNS. 


) postpone this resolution. 
I do not want it postponed. I 


' want it considered now. 


tion: not in order? 


| is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Well, sir, 
there are a couple of thousand men out among the 
snows of Utah that must be assisted. The House 
has set the Army bill for this day. I regard that 
as a much more important question than this, and || 
I move to postpone it for one month. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman cannot make 
that motion pending the appeal. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 


Is my mo- 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Well, I will 
make it as soon as it is in order. ~ 

Mr. SAVAGE _Isit in order to move to lay 
the whole subject upon the table ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The 
effect would be to deprive the gentleman from 
New York of his right to speak, in case the de- 
cision of the Chair should be sustained. The 
Chair decides, according to his recollection of the 
facts, and in consequence of the modification of 
the preamble, that the gentleman from New York 
The gentleman from Al- 
abama appeals from the decision gf the Chair 


' upon the ground that the gentleman from New 


York has already once addressed the House upon 
this question, and is not entitled toaddress it again 
upon the same subject until every other gentlemarr || 
who desires to speak shall first have been heard. 
The question is, ‘*Shall the decision ef the Chair 


| stand as the judgment of the House?”’ 


| to the gentleman from New York I at once rose, 


| 


| York [Mr. Hoarp} is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. STEVENSON. May Lask the Chair in 
what the modification of the gentleman from New 
York consists? 

The SPEAKER. The modification is to the | 
preamble of the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | desire to say,in regard to 
that part of the grounds for the decision of the 
Chair, that I do not think it good, for thisrea- 
son: that as soon as the Chair awarded the floor 


and before the modification was read I objected to 
his speaking, and claimed the floor. 

Mr, LEITER. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I desire to 
know whether it is not in order to postpone the 
whole subject in order to get at the bill in refer- 
ence to the Army? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If, by the withdrawal of my 
appeal; the Chair will then entertain the gentle- 
maii’s motion to postpone the whole question, I 
will, for the present, withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
If he 
yields the floor to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{[Mr. MarsHatt,] the motion can be made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not wish to deprive 


On that question I demand 
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| itis not so. r 
' mode in which the charge was made, and the cir- 
| cumstances attending it, will not make any bad 
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| myself of the right to make the point of order 


hereafter. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I ask the 
gentleman to yield me the floor to make the mo- 
tion to postpone the’ subject. 

Mr. HOARD. If itbe the desire of the House, 
[ have no objection, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
postpone the subject for a month from to-day. 

Mr. SAVAGE. [ask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion. 

Mr. BURNETT. Is the motion debatable ? 

The SPEAKER.” To a limited extent. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then [ have this to say: that 
I do hope that the House will not postpone the 
consideration of the subjaet tee this reason: it is 
due to the member against whom an imputation 
has been made that he should have a hearing. It 
is due to him that this question should be disposed 
of in some way; and, in my judgment, it is not 
treating that member with justice for the House 
to postpone thé matter against his wish. Itis due 
to him that he should be heard, and that this thing 
should be disposed of by the House finally in some 
way or other. The postponement of it from time 
to time is not dealing with him justly. Hence, I 
ask the House not to postpone the question, but 
to dispose of it at once. 

There is another reason why it should not be 
postponed. The charge that has been made by 
the gentleman from New York, in which he places 
himself as the prosecutor, has gone forth to the 
country. His resolution has been published 
throughout the extent of the country. Com- 
ments have been made upon it by the newspaper 
press prejudicial to the gentleman from@hio. His 


| reputation will not suffer in the estimation of those 


who are fair men, and who understand the facts. 
Sull, the gentleman from Ohio ought to have the 
benefit of having the entire question disposed of. 
1 have no doubt myself, from facts within my 
knowledge, that the charge is as baseless as it 
is possible for a charge to be; and, if I were per- 


| mitted to give my opinion in regard to it, | would 


say that the charge was not only baseless, but 
was as contemptible a charge as could be made. 
It could have been prompted by no desire 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky must confine himself strictly to the question 
of postponement. 

Mr. BURNETT. I say, sir, that the post- 
ponement of the charge will result in doing in- 
justice to the gentleman from Ohio, because it 
will enable the member who, in my judgment, 
was prompted by malice 

Mr. HOARD. I cali the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is not in order. 

Mr. BURNETT. The postponement of the 
question would enable the gentleman who made 
se charge to have the full benefit of it, in break- 
ing down and destroying the reputation of the 
gentleman from Ohio, who is, in my judgment, 








| fully his equal in every respect. 


Mr. HOARD. 
to say a word? 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOARD. ! have twice disclaimed having 
any personal hostility or unkindness towards the 
member from Ohio. 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes, siz; the gentleman has 
a right to make the disclaimer, and | give him the 
benefit of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky must confine himself strictly to the question 
of postponement. 

Mr. BURNETT. Itissomewhatembarrassing, 
but I willendeavortodoso. The gentleman says 
that he disclaims anything like personal feeling in 
the matter. That may be so; I will not say that 
But I do say, that the manner and 


Will the gentleman allow me 


impression on the mind of any man acquainted 
with the facts. I hope that this House will not 
postpone the matter, but will dispose of it at once, 
and give the gentleman from Ohio a full and fair 
hearing. Would that I had been permitted to 
notice some other matters, not exactly connected 
with the postponement of the question. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Certainly 
nothing was further from my intention than by my 
motion to operate any injustice to the party whose 
conduct is called in question by the proceedings. 





v Fee 


: 
4 





‘* 
} 
: 

| 





866 


My only object is to get the matter out of the way, 
so as to getat the Army bill. I have nothing to 
do with this charge. I know nothing about the 
facts, and have no correspondence or connection 
with the person who made tite charge. I would 
not do any injustice to the gentleman from Ohio; 
and since I understand, from his action and from 
the remarks of my colleague, {Mr. Burnerr,] that 
there is adesire, on the part of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that there should be an investigation under 
this resolution, I hope that, when I withdraw the 
motion for postponement, members on all sides of 
the House will, without going into a debate that 
is to consume another day or two unprofitably, 
vote the resolution and have the investigation. 

Mr. BURNS, (in his seat.) Ido not wantit in 
that form. I want to offer anew proposition my- 
self. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. All I ask is 
that the House will take this thing, in some form, 
out of the way. 

Mr. BURNS took the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the gentleman from New York is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. BURNS. The gentleman from New York 
made a speech the other day in my absence, and 
I want the permission of the House to rebut it. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. Is there not a 
motion to postpone pending? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. M ARSHALL] withdrew it. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. I renew the mo- 
tion to postpone. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. If the gentleman 
from New York gets the floor and makes his 
speech, the gentleman from Ohio will be then en- 
utled to the flor. I hope the matter will not be 
postponed, but will be allowed to go on. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. I shall renew the 
motion to postpone this question before the House. 
1 do it upon the principle that one is a national 
question of great importance; and the other is 
purely a personal one in its importance; and it is 
better that the gentleman from Ohio should suffer 
personally, than that two thousand men, locked 
up in the mountains, shall take their chances, and 
streng chances, of being cut off by an enemy. 
This question ought to be considered and acted 
upon by the House; but, sir, itis wholly in refer- 
ence to the fact that one is a national question in 
its character and the other personal, that I renew 
the motion to postpone. 

Mr.COX. ILhope the gentleman from Georgia 


will withdraw his motion to postpone, and allow || 


my friend from Ohio [Mr. Burns] to speak for a 
few minutes upon the merits of the question. 

Mr.WRIGHT, of Georgia. But the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Hoarp] is then entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. COX. Then I hope the gentleman from 
New York will yield the floor to my colleague. 
Mr. HOARD. 1 will, with great pleasure. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr Speaker, it will be remem- 
bered that on last Friday was a week, the mem- 
ber from New York {[Mr. Hoarp] mounted the 
Clerk’s stand in this House, and read a paragraph | 
from the New York Tribune, insinuating collu- 
sion between the President and myself. I pro- 
nounced it then, as I do this day, a base slander. 
The slang had no signature to it, and he refused 
to indorse it; there was no defendant to the action 
ofcourse. The House refused to take cognizance 
of it, 

I had haped that members of Congress, if they 
should differ in politics or otherwise, would en- 
deavor to act towards each other as gentlemen; 
if they should happen to do each other an injury 
at the impulse or through misinformation, they 
would retract. Under that belief, I addressed a 
note to the member from New York, desiring him 
to examine into the truth or falsity of the insinu- 
ations; if he found me innocent, to rise in his 
place, and set me right before the House. I was 
in my seat all day on Thursday, after I had ad- 
dressed him the card, and he did not make a mo- 
tion in regard to it. 

But on last Friday, whilst I was confined to my 
room, and out of my seat, the member saw fit to 
bring my card into this House, and, instead of 
complying with the request contained in my note, 
he reported it to this House, as the proceedings | 


show, and made it the basis of his second privi- || by the gentleman from Alabama, that it appears || I have submitted I was. not actuated by any par- 


leged question; instead of endeavoring to fasten, 
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| Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. 


or make good the insinuation against the Presi- 
dent and myself, as set forth in his Tribune par- 


against me alone, *‘ by a statement made by a | 
member of this House that 1 was to have certain | 


official patronage or appointments in considera- 
tion,’’ &c. 

Again: making a running insinuation, guerrilla 
fashion, without giving the member’s name, or 
indorsing the truth of the insinuation himself. 

Mr. Speaker, when I addressed the note to the 
member from New York, I did not intend to have 
it come intothis House. It wasaddressed to him 
with the understanding on my part, that if he did 
not agree to set me right, he should drop mea 
note to that effect, and not run into this House 
with it, to be screened by the rules of this House. 

It must be manifest to this House that the mem- 
ber intended from the start to make a false and 

, slanderous record against me, to stab my private 
character—being all the time cautious to avoid the 
responsibility or punishment of this House that 
might ensue had he made direct charges. I 
therefore, Mr. Speaker, dismiss the member from 
New York. And I say to this House, that from 
this date he is at liberty to say or publish any- 


thing he may choose against me, on this floor. || 


I shall, in the future, treat him and his slang with 
the contempt that he and it meritin the estimation 
of honorable members. 
Mr. Speaker, I will state to this House, but not 
in the way of areply to the member from New 
| York, that there has been no collusion between 
the President, nor any of his Cabinet, and my- 
self, in regard to the promise of office, or official 
patronage in consideration of any vote I have 
given, or have to give. Nor have | asked him for 
an appointment for myself, or any connection on 
earth, since I have taken my seat in this Congress. 
Nor did the President, or any of his Cabinet, or 
any person for them, either directly or indirectly, 
promise me an appointment for any friend. 
[t is true, that I filed an application ten months 
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| 


since, for a gentleman in my congressional dis- | 


| trict, for the office of marshal in the northern dis- 
trict of Ohio. I called on the President but once 
in his behalf since I have taken my seat, and 
that in company with my friend. But the Pres- 
ident made no promise that he would appoint him, 
but did promise to give his claim a favorable con- 
sideration when the vacancy would occur, which 
will be in this month. 

[ now renew the question of privilege, and move 

| the adoption of the following resolution: 

Whereas the gentleman from New York, the Hon. Mr. 
Hoarp, read from the Clerk’s desk the following paragraph 
from the New York Tribune, of the llth of February, to 
| wit: 

** Wasnineton, Wednesday, February 10, 1858. 

**T learn that until Monday morning it was expected that 

| BuRNs, of Ohio, would vote against the Lecomptonites. On 
the morning of that day, however, he came to another per- 
ception of his duty, on the understanding with the President 
that his son-in law should retain the valuable place of post- 
master at Keokuk, Lowa, and that he himself should be grat- 
ified with the office of marshal of the northern district of 

Ohio, when his present term in the House is completed’’— 

Resolved, That a committee of five persons be appointed 
by the Speaker, to inquire if there was any collusion or bar- 
gain made between the said Mr. Burns and the President, 
thatifhe, Borns, would vote to refer the President’s Kansas 

| message to the standing Committee on Territories, that the 
said Borns’s son-in-law should retain the position of post- 
master at Keokuk, Lowa, and also that he, the said Burns, 
should be gratified, or appointed marshal of the northern 
district of Ohio, after his present term in the House ex- 
pired ; and to further investigate whether improper attempts 
have been, or are being made, directly or indircetly, by any 
person connected with the Executive Departments of this 
Government, or by any other person with their advice and 
consent, to interfere with the action of any member of this 

House, upon any question or measure upon which the 

House acted, or which it has under consideration, with 

power to send for persons and papers, and with leave to 

report at any time, by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Irise to make an inquiry 
| as to what is the questign pending before the 
House? 
| The SPEAKER. The question is, ‘* Shall the 
| preamble and resolution be received as a question 
of privilege ?”? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. The gentleman from Geor- 
| gia, Ll understand, has renewed the motion to post- 
pone. I have something to say on that motion. 
I did renew the 
| motion to postpone this question for one month. 


| in reference to the question raised a moment ago 


} 
| 
j 
! 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, | 
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has been placed in the hands 6f the Chair, t},; 
|| the recollection of the gentleman from Alabama js 
agraph, he introduced anew charge or insinuation | 


correct, and that of the Chair incorrect. The y.. 
port in the Globe shows that the gentleman from 
New York did address the House after the que 9. 
tion was propounded, ‘* Shall the resolution be yp. 
ceived as a question of privilege ?”’ 

Mr. HOARD. But there has been a modifica. 
tion proposed since that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Now 
York himself proposed the modification. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will withdraw his proposition, and ae. 
cept the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, 
| and let it be adopted by genera! consent. 
| Mr. GROW. Let the investigation be a gey- 
eral one, and not confined solely to the particulars 
/ named in the resolution of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I rise to a question of order, 
The gentleman from New York has not the rig}; 
to address the House, having addressed the House 
| once already on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the ques- 
tion oforder. The gentleman from New York has 
modified his resolution. The Chair was not in 
order in awarding the floor to the gentleman when 
the gentleman from Alabama claimed it. The 
| Chair has since discovered that the gentleman 

addressed the House when his resolution was 

submitted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit a ques- 
tion of order. In the first place it is not the gen- 
tleman’s resolution that is before us. The question 
is whether the resolution is privileged or not, 
which isa question submitted by the Speaker and 
not by the gentleman. Thegentleman from New 
York has made a speech on that question, and the 

| rule provides that no member shall address the 

| House more than once until every member who 
desires to speak shall have spoken on the ques- 
tion pending. Secondly I hold thatif the gentle- 
man’s resolution is before the House he cannot 
so modify it as to give himself an opportunity for 
an additional speech or speeches. If he is now 
entitled to speak under this modification he may 
speak fifty-nine minutes, make another modifica- 
tion, claim the floor and speak another fifty -nine 
minutes, and so on ad infinitum. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Has not the Chair decided 

the question? If so, and the gentleman is dissat- 
isfied, let him appeal. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The proposition 
before the House is identical with the one on 
which the gentleman made his former speech. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The 
proposition, as now submitted to the House by 


|| the Chair, is different from that submitted before. 


} 


| Mr. LAWRENCE. I understand the motion 

| before the House to be a motion to postpone the 
whole subject. If that is the motion, is the gen- 
tleman, then, entitled to the floor to make an ar- 
gument on the general merits of the case? The 
gentleman from Georgia renewed the motion to 
postpone, I am sure. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. I did renew the 
motion to postpone the subject for one month. 

Mr. GROW. It seems that everybody is enti- 
tled to the floor, except the gentleman from New 
York; and the Chair decides that he has the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the-opinion 
that unless the gentleman from New York yielded 
the floor for that purpose, the gentleman from 
Georgia had no right to move to postpone. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. The gentleman 
from Georgia understood at the time that he had 
the floor tomake the motion. The gentleman from 
New York has been recognized by the Chair since 
the motion to postpone was made. 

Mr. SAVAGE. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky withdrew the motion to postpone, and the 
gentleman from Georgia renewed it. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Then, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky had the floor to withdraw the 
motion to postpone, certainly the gentleman from 
Georgia had the floor to renew it. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from 
Kentucky made the motion to postpone, he did so 
with the permission of the gentleman from New 
York, who yielded the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. HOARD. I feel it due to myself to repeat 
what I have stated twice already. In the motion 


| from the Globe of the 20th of February, which || tisan spirit, or any feeling of unkindness to any 


1858. 


man. What 
gore to mak 
she gentlema 
\t the first c 
d -claimed al 
There see! 
certain gentl 
House from 
one of perso 
from Ohio ¢ 
Kentucky [ 
made some ¢ 
| believe, F 
standing of | 
when there 
dificulties a 
see no reaso 
ness. Let | 
| will pray 
the gentlem: 
livered frow 
I will, as 
this case to 
the gentle 
fore | had t 
first resolut 
man from I] 
to confirm 
from whicl 
and other fi 
me,that It 
lam nothe 
tleman. Lk 
my reputa’ 
1 will oer 
[Mr. Bur» 
give to hin 
tleman fro 
centleman 
why I cou 
so, was be 
ceived. 
ing forac 
had been 1 
investigati 
and I the 
general in 
gentleman 
as lam. 
in which ; 
been men 
in connec! 
newspape 
charged \ 
been used 
Congress 
sidered a 
tee of inv 
me, the | 
take care 
affecting 
pose, wh 
resistance 
stated to 
never Sil 
charged | 
Lecompt 
fears we! 
would b 
authoriti 
ground ¢ 
“Mr. M 
not troubl 
eres We li 
House. | 
Commons 
The best « 
have grar 
advised,’ 
Parliamet 
no less th 
and addre 
George, E 
“You : 
common 
mon tam 
but comn 
it, and in 
true. Hi 
actions. 
have alw 
IV. was. 
jects; bi 
their des 
another « 
fault in t 
he woul 


Duke of 
man, cal 

















1858. 


man. What T read was as a part of the evidence 
enum to make upcommon fame. I did not know 
‘ye gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burns] at the time. 
\t the first opportunity which presented itself, I 
jisclaimed any personal hostility to him. 

There seems to be a disposition on the part of 
certain gentlemen to turn the attention of the 
House from a matter of great general interest to 
one of personal concern between the gentleman 
from Ohio and myself. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Burnerr] is reputed to have 
made some offensive remarks to me, which were, 
| believe, predicated upon a mistaken under- 


standing of the facts. Certainly this is nota time | 


when there should be a studied effort to incite 
dificulties and hostilities between members. I 
see no reason why there should be any unkind- 
Let me say to the gentleman, that while 
| will pray not to be led into temptation, I hope 
the gentleman from Kentucky will pray to be de- 
livered from evil. 

I will, as briefly as I can, endeavor to present 
this case to the House. In passing, I will say to 


ness. 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burns] that, be- | 


fore | had taken my seat at the time I offered the 
first resolution, word came to me that a gentle- 
man from Illinois had twice tried to get the floor, 
to confirm some of the statements of the article 
from which I quoted. It was because of this, 
and other facts which had been communicated to 
me, that I took the action afterwards which I did. 
Jam not here to wound the reputation of any gen- 
tleman. I hope no man is here desiring to wound 
my reputation. 

I will éerther say to the gentleman from Ohio, 

[Mr. Burns,] that before I take my seat [ will 
give to him and to the House the name of the ger- 
tleman from whom this comes. It is due to the 
gentleman that he should know that the reason 
why | could not retract when he asked me to do 
so, was because of information which I had re- 
ceived. When I first offered the resolution call- 
ing for a committee, I knew that two committees 
had been raised by this House for the purpose of 
investigations upon common newspaper reports, 
and I therefore thought it proper to move fora 
general investigation Into a matter in which every 
gentleman here is certainly as deeply interested 
aslam. In the case of Lawrence, Stone & Co., 
in which a committee was raised, no name had 
been mentioned, either in the House or out of it, 
in connection with that matter. It was a mere 
newspaper statement that $87,000 had been 
charged upon the books of the firm as having 
been used to procure the passage of a bill through 
Congress. ‘l'hat simple statement, sir, was con- 
sidered a sufficient ground for raising a commit- 
tee of investigation. Having this example before 
me, the House having shown a disposition to 
take care of its character and to refute all charges 
affecting its dignity and purity, I did not sup- 
pose, when I introduced the resolution, that any 
resistance or opposition would be made to it. I 
stated to the House what I knew, and what I have 
never since heard disputed, that common fame 
charged that political influences would carr 
Lecompton measure through the House, and that 
fears were expressed on the other side that such 
would be the case. I introduce the following 
authorities to show that common fame is good 
ground of inquiry: 

“Mr. Monraeu. Itwasnot for want of zeal that I did 
not trouble you-the last debate. I am sensibie of the mis- 
eries we lie under through the loss of our bill in the Lords’ 
House. It has been always the privilege of the House of 
Commons to use common fame as an information of things. 
lhe best of Parliaments have done it, and the best of Kings 
have granted it. Common fame says that ‘Lord Halifax 
advised,’ and since, he has owned, the dissolution of the last 
Parliament. I think, therefore, that in justice you can do 
no less than vote him an enemy to the King and kingdom, 
and address his Majesty that he would be pleased to remove 
George, Earl of Halif.x, from his councils.’’ 

“ You are told ‘it is not fit to accuse a man barely upon 
common fame.’ There is a great difference betwixt com- 
mon fame and rumor. $ v ) 
but common fame is vor poles ere is convinced ot 
it, and in his own mind he bears the conviction of it to be 
true. He is suspected not only by common characters but 
actions. In the best and most sedate times, Parliaments 
have always proceeded upon this of common fame. Henry 





the | 


Rumor is vor plebis, (‘he vulgar ;) | 


IV. was no weak prince, and not much in awe of his sub- | 


jects; but the Lords and Commons represented to the King 
their desires that he would remove an abbot from him, and 
another of his bedchamber. The King said ‘ he knew no 
fault in them ; but because they were odious to his people, 
he would remove them.’ In Henry VI.’s time, De La Pole, 
Duke of Suffolk, upon common fame that he was not a true 
man, came in to justify himself; and though somé were of 





THE C 


| opinion he should not be committed; yet no man but that 


he should be remeved. In the late King’s time, all the 
kuowing men of that time—Lord Strafford, Mr. Mason, &c., 
were of opinion that common fame was a sufficient ground 
to address the King for the removal of a person. [am afraid 
that, in the case of this Lord, common fame is in the right, 
and, therefore, my opinion is, to address the King, that he 
may be removed.’ 

“Sir Francis Winnineton. I think those words, ‘ clan- 
destine and private,’ are liable to objections. But I am sur- 
prised that gentlemen should be so rigorous to-day, when the 
address is resolved. [ thank God I have this quality, and I 
hope [ever shall keep it, to speak my mind plainly; and if 
we speak not now, we are all undone. Though I have a 
great honor for this Lord, to alter our minds by the inter- 
mission of one Sunday, is a great reflection upon us, to be 
unsettled in our mind. It was the defamation of the House 
of Commons the last twenty years, that they did neither 
consider the interest of God, nor of their country ; but now 
to see a tenderness, when a great person is concerned ! 
(Though he has many good qualities, yet | am sorry to see so 
much coolingin this. when all is atstake.) But this address 
is not a judgment’ upon this Lord, (asissaid.) Lsay itis no 
judgment at all; but the House, upon common fame, believes 
that Lord Halifax did advise the dissolution of the last Par 
liament, though he said he was against the prorogation. This 
is no judging bim ; he has given ill counsel to the King, and 
we are going togive him good. As forimpeachment, though 
common fame is no ground to convict, yet it is to accuse. 
If you cannot relieve yourselves upon common fame, where 
you can have no witness, you will never remove any man. 
You have a ground for this address, though not for judg- 
ment. We come from all parts of the kingdom, and must 
hear the opinion of the people. Lam for leaving out the 
words ‘ clandestine and secret,’ because it has been open. 
We are the great council of the kingdom ; when we see ill 
counsel given, and we give good! lam uneasy fora friend, 
but easy for the kingdom. I would have the words * clan 


| destine.’ &c., left out, and the words ‘ of dissolution of the 


| that may be expended by the Executive? 


last Parliament’ in, and I hope you will not reverse your 
address.”? 

Now, sir, here was acommon report, certainly 
as definite and as full as in the case of Lawrence, 
Stone & Co., and I supposed that the course which 
I proposed was well calculated to further the 
desire of the House to remove the charges rest- 
ing upon it, and to vindicate its rights and privi- 
leges. 


Sir, I believe, that in the wandering of the ex- | 


ecutive department from its constitutional path 
of duty, is to be found the very germ of all the 
wrongs which now justly alarm the country. 
Sir, what is the sum of $87,000 to be expended 
upon this House in comparison with the millions 
If per- 
sonal considerations are offered to the members 
of this House to control their action here, what 
is the difference whether it be in dollars and cents, 
or patronage and place ? 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this isa legit- 
imate question of privilege. What are the priv- 
ileges of this House? I suppose the privilege of 
the House to cover the right to legislate freely, 
without restraint, without interference, and wiih- 
out external influences of any kind; and I sup- 
pose that any measures taken with a view to 
bias or sway the action of this House by consid- 
erations other than of a public nature, are breaches 
of the privileges of the House, no matter whether 
they come from a manufacturing company or from 
the executive department of the Government. 
This, sir, is a representative Government, and 
when an individual or an officer of the Govern- 
ment induces a Representative to misrepresent 
the will of his constituents, he strikes a vital blow 
at the privileges of the House. I have s6me au- 
thorities here to show that common fame is a 
sufficient ground for an investigation. 

I know it will be said that in the cases reported, 
common fame charged an offense against a single 
individual. But I say here, sir, that it is com- 
mon fame that the Executive now and in years 
past has operated upon this House to influence 
its action, and that state of things cannot exist 
unless some individual has been operated upon. 
And when it is thus proven that the Executive is 
influencing this House, it cannot be necessary, it 
seems to me, for us to take proof as to the man 
upon whom the effort has been made, or to whom 
the corrupt proposition has been made, before 
we have a right to investigate. The investiga- 
tion is for the very purpose of bringing out that 
proof. 

Now, sir, there are numerous authorities in 
parliamentary debates to show that there shall be 


| no interference on the part of the Executive to 
| influence, or sway, or bias, the action of the legis- 


lative department. 
From Gray’s Debates, volume 1, page 4, I quote: 
“ Sir Tuomas Lirrieton said: They procure royal as- 


| sentto a bill before its time—a violation of our privileges.” 


At that time it was a violation of the privileges 
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of the Commons to procure the royal assent to a 
measure before its passage. 

“Sir Tuomas Gower said: The Commons took notice 
that the proceedings were told the King before the time.”’ 

‘Resolved, nemine contradicente, That no member of this 
House shall accept of any office or place of profit from tie 
Crown, without the leave of this House, or any promise of 
any such office or place of profit, during such time as he shall 
continue a member of this House ; [and that all offenders 
herein shall be expelled this House.’’} 

But, sir, it is said that there is no precedent for 
this proceeding. Well,if that be so, it is for the 
House to establish a precedent, otherwise cor- 
ruption must go on, and the House will never be 
able to stop it, | suppose, for want of a precedent. 
If we depend on precedents, we can never move 
in a new case, no matter of what magnitude. I 
hold that we are here to judge of the fitness of 
things; and that if a new question is presented to- 
day, we are as competent to decide it as the House 
of Commons was two hundred yearsago. I hold 
that it is the high duty of this House to investi- 
gate this question with all deliberation; and if 
there is no precedent by which we can arrest the 
intermeddling of the executive department of the 
Government with the legislative department, let 
us establish the precedent now; and do so with 
all deliberation. 

Now, sir, the question presented to the House 
and to the country is not the narrow, personal 
question that has been unfortunately sought to 
be raised between the gentleman from Ohio and 
myself; but it is the question whether this House 
has power to redeem and vindicate its power, its 
rights, and its independence. I trust that no gen- 
tleman will be disposed to throw aside that ques- 
tion until the House shall have said to the execu- 
tive department, ‘‘ take off your hands;’’ until 
the House shall have rid itself of the incubus that 


| has pressed upon it for the last eight years. Are 
|| we to say, by our action to-day, that we cannot 


relieve ourselves of it? Are we to say to the Ex- 
ecutive, ‘*Go on; corrupt all you can With the 
vast Government influence; carry your measures 
by the power of your patronage; prostitute the 
Legislature; absorb the Government?’’ Are we 


f 


| to do that, or are we to establish this as a ques- 


tion of privilege—that this House will, in vin- 
dication of its integrity and of its independence, 
institute the necessary investigations ? 

If there is no precedent, let us approach this as 
an original question. Let us weigh it, and let us 
consider it with the candor and deliberation due 
to its importance as an original question. If this 
be not a question of privilege, and one of the 
highest magnitude, I would like gentlemen to tell 
me what would constitute such a question? If 
tais is not now technically within the rule of ques- 
tions of privilege, let us make it one. It is said 
that no person is named here. Well, the fact 
being established by common fame that the Ex- 
ecutive does intermeddle with the House, brings 
suspicion upon every opponent of the Adminis- 
tration in the House. 

Sir, in moving in this matter, I was not in pur- 
suit of the victim, but of the offender. I was not 
in pursuit of, nor did I desire to expose or wound 
the feelings of any man who might be acted upon; 
but I desired to expose to the country any mat- 


ter of ‘corruption that might have bee perpe- 


trated. 

Now, sir, is it possible that we are not to arrest 
the robber until we can name the person who has 
been robbed? Is it possible that we may not ar- 
rest the assassin until we have named the person 
who has been assassinated? Sir, I protest that 
this is a question of privilege, within the fair scope 
of the authorities, and that it ought to be so set- 


| tled and determined by this House. I insist that 


the House owes it to its dignity to declare and 
establish such rule in this case as will enable in- 
vestigations to be instituted in all similar cases, 
as questions of privilege in the future. 

Mr. Speaker, will it be competent for me to go 
into an examination of the consequences of this 
intermeddling in the legislation of the country, in 
order to show why an investigation should be had? 
I desire to présent to the House, then, in connec- 
tion with this general subject, some startling facts, 
which I hope gentlemen will notice,’to show that 
the House owes it to itself to make this a ques- 
tion of privilege, if it is not — one, in order 
that it may be saved from further demoralization. 

I will state that in 1826 the subject of executive 
patronage engaged the attention of the Senate; 
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and a committee was very promptly raised to in- 


vestigate th ct, with the Hon. Thomas H. 
Benton : tats head In 1834 another committer 
was riused upon t same subject, with Hon. John 
C, Calhoun at it Hh id. Now, | propose to ite 
to the House what was the maiiion of ti coun- 
try, in regard to its expenditures, when Mr. Ben 
ton made ils re port, and how that executive pat- 
ronage has progressed since that t When 
the first re port was made upon this subject, | y 


Colonel Be nton, in 1826, it cor uned 
Statements as tothe nature and extent 
of executive Mr. Cal- 
houn’s report, in 1834, was equally alarming in 
its statements,andexpressed gloomy forebodings. 
Now. sir, | find that the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, for civil and mi 
1800, was 
for the population of the country; and those two 


Hiarming 
dangerous 


patronage at that lime. 


cellaneous purposes, in 


seventeenand eight tenthscents per head 


items constituted the whole corrupting fund of the 
Government. In 1810 the same expenses amounted 
to fourteen and one tenth cents per head; in 1820, 
twenty-four and five tenths cents; in 1826, when 
this committee was organized, the expenses had 
grown to twenty-nine ahd two tenths cents per 
head; in 1834, when Mr. Calhoun’s committee 
was raised, the same expenses amounted to twen- 
ty-eight and eight tenths cents, something less 
than was the fact when Mr. Benton’s committee 
re ported, showing the ett ct of the first investi- 
gation had been to check the increase of that pat- 
ronage. but, sir, ! go on. In 1840, no action 
to check this patronage having since been taken, 
the expenses for civiland miscellaneous purposes 
had swollen to thirty-one and one tenth cents per 
head. Now, mark you, in 1850 it had grown to 
fifty cents; and in 1857, to ninety-three and five 
tenths! Now, sir, this miscellaneous-expenses 
account of the Government in 1857—just for pin- 
money, just for sundries—this corrupting fund, 
in 1857, exceeded the whole ¢ xpenses of the Gov- 
ernment®in 1840 for the support of the Army 
and Navy, and for civil and miscellaneous pur- 
pose Ss. : : 

{A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Mr. Hickey, assistant clerk, informing the 
House that the Senate bad passed a bill to pro- 
vide for the issuing service and return of original 
and final process in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States in certain cases; in which he 
was instructed the concurrence of the 
House. | 

Mr. HOARD. I repeat, that for the miscella- 
neous expenses of the Government alone, in 1857, 
the amount of money paid was greater than for 
the Army, Navy, the civil list, and miscellaneous 
purposes in 1840! 

Mr. QUITMAN. LIeall the gentleman from 
New Yerk to order. I am disposed to indulge the 
fullest discussion upon the subject; but, sir, from 


to ask 


the important business that is to come before the 
Louse to-day, | make the point of order, that I do 
not see whata general discussion on the expenses 
of the Government has to do with the question 
under consideration. 

Mr. HOARD. I had finished what I had to 
say upon that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the ques- 


tion of order has been well taken. He thinks the | 
gentleman from New York has wandered off from | 


the direct question before the House. 

Mr. HOARD. I promised before I took my 
seat to give the names of the gentlemen from 
whom I received the information alluded to at the 
commencement. | do it for the purpose of reliev- 
ing myself from any imputation or suspicion of 
being actuated from malice, or by any improper 
mouve, which I had previously disclaimed. I 


was informed before 1 took my seat on the day ‘ 


when I first offered my resolution, and read from 
the New York Tribune, that Mr. Morais, of Iili- 
nois, had twice endeavored to obtain the floor— 
and | see by the reported proceedings of that day 
that he did endeavor to get the floor—to make 
some confirmation of the truth of the facts alleged, 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burns] de- 
nied. 

Mr. HOUSTON. State what the gentleman 
from Llinois Was going to say. 

Mr. HOARD. 
'o get the floor to make the explanation I have 
referred to. The gentleman from Ohio will re- 
member that the first sentence in the article L read 
from the Tribune stated that, until a certain day, 


Mr. Morais, of Illinois, tried | 





he was supposed to be against the Lecomptonites. 


His denial before the House was full against the | 


itements of the Tribune, from the beginning to 
the end. Mr. Harris of Illinois, Mr. Morris of 


[ilinois, and Mr. Suiru of Ilinots, all of them had 
informed me, before I received his letter, that, so 
far as the first statement inthe letter to the Tribune 
was concerned, it certainly was not false. They 
stated that the gentleman from Ohio had been 
reckoned to go with them; that he had counseled 
with them. I only refer to this to show that I am 
not guilty of the malice which has been charged. 
Mr. Morris, of Illinois, did not state to me that 
he tried to get the floor to make that statement; 
but I was informed by a member that it was for 
that purpose he sought the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it due to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hoarp] to say, that I stated 
to him what Mr. Morais, of Illinois, had told 
me in relation to this matter. My recollection of 
what Mr. Morris stated is substantially what 
the gentleman alleges. Mr. Morris, after Mr. 
Burns voted against Mr. Harris’s resolution, ap- 
proached Mr. Burns and inquired about that vote. 
It had been previously understood that he would 
vote for the resolution, and against the Lecompton 
Mr. Morais told him that he was 
surprised at the vote he had given. Mr. Burns 
gave the reason for that vote, substantially as the 
ventleman from New York has alleged. I con- 
sider it due to the gentleman from New York to 
make this statement publicly before the House. 
I stated to him what Mr. Morais had told me was 
the conversation which had occurred between Mr. 
Burns and himself. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman, I under- 
stand, states whatthe gentleman from Lllinois had 
told him. Itis notthe gentleman’s statement of 
what took place between himself and the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, sir; I only undertake to 
state what the gentleman from Illinois told me. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If Thad known that, l would 
have objected. I would not have allowed the 
House to have dignified the statement by receiv- 


consutution, 


ing it. 
Mr. BLAIR. What was the gentleman’s re- 
mark? 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
if | had known the statement was not of the gen- 
tleman’s own knowledge in the matter, | would 
have objected. 

Mr. BURNETT. I wish to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Missouri, to fix the time of 
the conversation which he has detailed. Did that 
conversation which the gentleman from Illinois 
| Mr. Morris] had with the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. Burns] occur after the vote of the latter had 
been given? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. I think the gentleman 
from I[llinois stated that it occurred several days 
subsequently. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman has a state- 
ment of his own to make, I shall not object; 
otherwise, I shall. If we are to hear of this con- 
versation between the gentleman from Illinois 
and the gentleman from Ohio, let us hear it from 
one of the parties involved. 

Mr. HOARD. I think it due to myself and 
the gentleman from Ohio, to make the statements 
which are now before the House. I believe I 
have said alll desire to say. As I understand 
the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, I do 
not object to it. On the contrary, I accept it as 
a modification of my own. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
that I shall favor the investigation which has been 
asked. I apprehend that this House should have 
something to say as to the propriety of this inves- 
tigation. Investigations are asked almost every 
day, and committees allowed almost as a matter 
of course. Gentlemen refrain from objecting to 
them from what I conceive to be a false sense of 
delicacy. It may barely be possible that I shall 
ditier from most of the gentlemen surrounding me 
on this side of the House. I do not think that I 
shall favor the proposition of my colleague. 


My remark was this: that 
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it ill-timed was, that it was based alone on {) 3 
extract from a letter to the Tribune: 











* WasHINGTON, February 10, 18 
** [learn that until Monday morning it was expected 
Berns, of Ono, would vote against the Lecomptonit “5 
the morning of that day, however, he came to another 
‘eption of his du'y, on the understanding with the Pres, 
that hisson in law should retain the valuable Place of 
master at Keokuk, Lowa, and that he himself should be ors, 
ified with the office of marshal of the northern distric; - 
Ohio, when bis present term in the House is complete; 


‘ 


The common fame to which the gentleman refer 
is founded upon reports that such and such thijeos 
are being done round this House; and it is ypo 


° ; ; } 
these reports he bases the call for an investigat)py 
I shall vote against the investigation upon any 


such basis. When a question is brought into ths 
House, upon an irresponsible paragraph like this, 
with the statement appended that common fan» 
says so and so, it is below the dignity of this body 
to notice it, or to make it the subject of serious 
action. Why, sir, take up the partisan press of {he 
day. Something was said against it by the gent\». 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] much of which 
was just and proper. There is not a day but that 
each and every member of this body is arraigned 
in an offensive manner. Men are made patriots 
of, who have no virtue; and men are called ray- 
cals, who have virtues. Motives are conjectured 
by correspondents, and their conjecture 18 given 
with a verity that too often induces the public io 
swallow it as a truth, in regard to the action of 
this body. 

But I desire, Mr. Speaker, to refer to the latter 
part of the extract from the New York Tribune; 
and it gives me pleasure, differing with my col- 
league politically, as | do, and regretting the vote 
which he thought proper to give here the other 


| day—it gives me pleasure to bear testimony here 


in my place, as his political opponent, that the 
latter part of this paragraph is, within my owa 
knowledge, false and unjust to my colleague. 

I know, sir, that he never looked to be marshal 
for the northern district of Ohio. I do know, as 
he has very frankly stated, that long before this 
Lecompton question came before the House in its 
present shape, he was the friend, and the honest 
friend, of another gentleman for that position. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, knowing this fact as I do, 
am I, asa Representative, acting under my oath 
of office tocome here, and, for a purpose which it 
is not necessary for me to speak of, to say by my 
vote that [ will sanction an investigation into the 
conduct of my colleague based upon a statement, 
one half of which I know to be false? I never will. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this question has been 
pending for some time, and it has been discussed 
in this House in connection with the action of the 
{.xecutive in reference to questions pending here. 
If { transcend the limits of debate in referring to 
this Lecompton matter, I hope I shall be corrected. 
I do not wish to do it. I say that the fact that the 
President is in favor of this Lecompton measure 
is patent. You have the evidence of that fact 
upon your desk. What else do we know? We 
know that when political parties have the control 
of this Government, and when they marshal 


| themselves in favor of a political measure, the 


Executive of the nation, the representative of the 
great controlling party, seeks to accomplish a 
national purpose. We know, without investiga- 
tion, that the power and patronage of this Gov- 
ernment are brought to bear to effect that object, 
not, perhaps, in a direct and offensive manner, 
but the recognized doctrine that ‘‘ to the victors 
belong the spoils’’ is carried out in practice, and 
an Administration prefers none but its friends. 
Who does not understand this? Was it ever 
otherwise in the history of political parties since 
the days of Jefferson ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. With the permission of my 
colleague, I will tell him gf one instance. I once 
heard my old friend, John Quincy Adams charged 
with having perverted his patronage to the sup- 
portof his party. He rose here, in the presence 
of this body, and declared that he had never ad- 


| vised the appointment of any man in any Depart- 


Ifl) 


vote against it, and differ from those around me, || 


[ only say that, while I mean no disrespect to 


them, I shall follow the dictates of my own judg- 
ment. 


When the resolution was originally introduced 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hoarp,] 
I thought it wasill-timed. The reason 1 thought 


ment of this Government save one, and that was 
when his honor, Judge McLean, was Postmaster 
General of the United States. An old friend of 
Mr. Adams, and a friend of his father, called on 
him, and he wrote a note to Mr. McLean, saying 
that he should by very much gratified to have this 
friend appointed a deputy postmaster. Mr. Mc- 
Lean returned, for answer, that the man was unit 








1858. 


for the positi 
at was the 
Mr. NICH 
e solitary ©& 


mn roes iu 












‘ 
ub 


at 


i fresher I 
,—an imstan 
s House re 
+ such inst 
desert, to 
rst impels | 
he other W 
Vr. GIDD) 
Mr. NICH 
do not, for o1 
cays so much 
j say, Mr. 5) 
{his principle 
tors with the 
rupt this Gov 
fects its int 
friend about 
se is this: 
to warrant th 
n ordering a 
paper paragr 
Berns} desir 
upon nothins 
‘But other 1 
that my hon 
Lecompton 
sir, 1 did no 
proper to gi 
man from I] 
from me to 
exercise of p 
no desire or 
my colleagu 
did not rega 
as decisive ( 
upon the fin 
Sir, I rec 
change his} 
doso. Ho 
tenure of Pp 
He is the r 
hundred th 
sponsible; ¢ 
upon this q 
against the 
assured—tl 
three years 
—restassu 
as sunshin 
Mr. Spe 
somewhat 
place in th 
fact. We 
from New 
informed s 
this floor | 
sition of m 
of the gen 
gave his v 
able to ast 
tleman fre 
for the chi 
Mr. H¢ 
centlemar 
false from 
tions in tl 
posed tot 
day. On 
teman fre 
from thre 
that parti 
Mr. N 
very wel 
that we a 
league p 
false; but 
tleman if 
citement., 
not solel 
the corru 
Now, it 
was agal 
take it 1 
brand a 
tigation 
Sayinga 
he aton 
ments, 
lame to 


ils 


} 


$ 








- 
1858. 
for the position, and refused to appoint him; and | 
shat was the end of it. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speeker, I know there 

re solitary exceptions, My colleague’s recol- 

n goes further back than mine, but I can give 
ya fresher instance than the one he has referred 

_an instance where a dominant majority of 

; House retained in office a political opponent. 

t such instances are like springs of water in 

desert, to which the traveler resorts when 

rst impels him to seek relief; the general rule 

s the other way. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. So much the worse. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Who expects otherwise? I 
do not, for one, certainly. When my colleague 
says so much the worse, I respond heartily to it. 
| say, Mr. Speaker, so much the worse. It is 
{his principle, this disposition to reward the vic- 
tors with the spoils, which is doing more to cor- 
rupt this Government than anything else which 

fects its interests. I have no quarrel with my 
friend about that. But the point I make in this 

se is this: is there sufficient in the charge itself 
‘o warrant this House, a grave, deliberative body, 

, ordering an investigation based upon a news- 

iper paragraph, even though my colleague [ Mr. 
Burns| desires it? I say, for one, that | will act 

on nothing of the kind. 

‘Butother things have been said here. It is said 
that my honorable colleague was opposed to this 
Lecompton measure. In common with others, 

ir, 1 did not anticipate the vote which he saw 
proper to give upon the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Harris.] But far be it 
from me to impute to him in that vote a corrupt 
exercise of political power upon this floor. Ihave 
no desire or disposition to doit. But I believe 
my colleague has since put it upon record that he 
did not regard the vote which he cast at that time 
as decisive of the course which he should pursue 
upon the final question. 

Sir, | recognize the right of my colleague to 
change his opinion upon any question. Let him j; 
How does he hold his seat here? By a 
tenure of power over which we have no control. 
He is the responsible Representative of over one 
hundred thousand freemen. ‘To them he is re- 
sponsible; and, when the final vote shall be taken 
upon this question, if the vote of my colleague be 
against the sentiments of those he represents, rest 
assured—the political history of the past two or 
three years 1s fryitful in suggestions of such things 
—restassured that retribution will follow as surely 
as sunshine follows the night. 

Mr. Speaker, | should have had my position 
somewhat affected by things which have taken 
place in this discussion to-day, but for one single 
fact. We have heard it stated by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Hoa®p,] that he has been 
informed so and so; that certain gentlemen upon 
this floor have said that they understood the po- 
sition of my colleague to be in favor of the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois, against which he 
gave his vote the other day. Now, sir, l was un- 
able to ascertain the peculiar reason that the gen- 
tleman from New York imputed to my colleague 
for the change; and I desire to hear it. 

Mr. HOARD. I read the paragraph which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burns] declared to be 
false from beginning to end; and one of the asser- 
tions in that paragraph was, that he had been op- 
posed to the Lecompton constitution till a certain 
day. On instituting the inquiry which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio desired me to make, I learned 
from three gentlemen with whom I talked, that 
that particular part of the statement was not false. 

Mr. NICHOLS. True, Mr. Speaker; I can 
very well understand that. But it seems to me 
that we are fighting about terms. ‘True, my col- 
league pronounced the whole of the statement 
false; but [ask any honorable and reasonable gen- 
tleman if that statement, made in the midst of ex- 
citement, cannot apply and would not apply, if 
not solely and exclusively, almost exclusively to 
the corrupt imputation contained inthe paragraph? 
Now, it matters not to me whether the gentleman 
was against Lecompton, or is so at this time. I 
‘ake it upon my own personal responsibility to 
brand a portion of thecharge on which this inves- 
tigation is asked, as untrue. I find no man here 
Saying anything against my colleague, except that | 
ve atone time entertained anti-Lecompton senti- 
iments. Now, what next? Is there a responsible 
lame to the charge implicating him with any cor- 


do so. 


ruption; or is it settled to this House that my col- 
league has changed his sentiments on this question 
atall? No, sir. 

Now, sir, order an investigation; and what 
have you to inquire into? Take the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York, and pass it on 
common fame, on common rumor! ‘* Common 
Rumor !’? Where is she? Sitting in your report- 
ers’ gallery; squatting like a toad under your 
desks; lurking about this Hall to catch an un- 
guarded word of a gentleman, and to spread it in 
the shape of a newspaper paragraph, and seNd it, 
like a deadly poison, throvghout the land, blast- 
ing the reputation of honorable men. Common 
fame! What is not common fame doing for the 
country now? «Why, it is maligning the fairest 
fame, and striking down the fairest reputation, as 
it exalts the worst. 

1 have spoken of the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York. Now to the proposition 
of my colleague. He, after some days and weeks 
of deliberation and of conversation with members, 
has allowed himself to be persuaded that an in- 
vestigation is necessary to relieve his character 
from the imputation. And he now comes before 
the House with a proposition for an investigation. 
I shall vote against it: and why? Because it re- 
cites the very paragraph on which the resolution 
of the gentleman from New York is based. And 
what does it propose? That a committee shall 
inquire whether the President of the United States 
and my colleague ever had any corrupt collusion, 
or whether the President has ever promised to 
make him any reward for a certain course which 


he was to pursue, for a vote which he was to give | 


ona pending question—a question not yet determ- 
ined. Now, | imagine that I see that committee 
going to work. What witnesses will it call? My 
honorable colleague. Who rises in his place and 
says, on his responsibility as a member, that the 
charge is nottrue? The Presidevt of the United 
States? Willit call him and ask him: ‘* Did you, 
Mr. President, ever promise the gentleman from 
Ohio to appoint him marshal of the northern dis- 
trict of Ohio, or to give him any other selection ? 
or did you hold out to him any hope of reward 
for his pursuing a certain course on the Lecomp- 
ton question??? What do you imagine would 
the answer be? Where else will the committee 
go for proof? What will come of the investiga- 
tion, except the general conclusions of the com- 
mittee as to the exercise of executive power, and 
the impropriety of employing it to carry political 
questions, or affect the legislation of the country? 
Can you effect anything more? | say, Mr. Speak- 
er, that this investigation will be an anomaly in 
our Government; an anomaly because resting only 
on common fame; an anomaly because the pe- 
culiar mode of investigation pointed out by my 
colleague isa very incongruous and singular thing. 

1 will go as far as the furthest in limiting ex- 
ecutive patronage and power. That is the proper 
direétion to give to the matter; and if gentlem€n 
are disposed to employ their time that way,l am 
willing to join with them. Now, on my own re- 
sponsibility, I move to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 

Mr. GROW. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw that motion. 

Mr. NICHOLS. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania well understands that | would extend to 
him any courtesy that I would extend to any 
member of this House. But I will not withdraw 
this motion to accommodate any one. 

Mr. GROW. I call for the yeas and nays on 
tae motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. 
to withdraw his motion. ‘ 

Mr. NICHOLS declined to withdraw it. 


Mr. PHELPS called for tellers on the yeas and | 


nays. 


‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hau, of 


Massachusetts, and Mitison were appoinied. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes forty-six, noes not counted, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to know whether 
my colleague [Mr. Burns] desires to have it laid 
on the table, or not; and | will vote just as he 
wants. 

Mr. 
course. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
move a call of the Llous« 


BURNS. I want the investigation, of 


Is it in order to 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think it would 


be right to have a call of the House: and I make 
that motion. 


The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. I wish to vote 
viderstandingly upon this subject. This reso- 
lution has not been received by the House, and I 
wish to know whether the question is upon lay- 
ing onthe table the question on receiving the res- 
olution, or upon laying on the table the resolution 
itself ? 

The SPEAKER. The question presented to 
the House was, ‘* Shall the resolution be received 
and enfertained upon the ground that the privi- 
leges of the House are involved?’’ The gentleman 
from Ohio |Mr. Nicnoxs) moves to lay that ques- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. If my colleague, who 
made that motion, were in the Hall, I should ap- 
peal to him as a personal favor, to my colleague 
behind me, [Mr. Burns,] to withdraw his motion. 
The country will not understand the matter if this 
question is laid on the table, as the House under- 
stands it. 

Mr. STANTON. J wish to know if the ques- 

tion of privilege is not disposed of by the applica- 
tion of my colleague [Mr. Burns] foracommitice? 
I suppose there is no question as to the privilege 
if he demands an investigation. 

The SPEAKER. That is the very question 
the House is to determine by its vote upon the 
motion to lay on the table. 

Mr LAWRENCE. I hope the House will, 
in justice to my colleague, vote down the motion 
to lay on the table. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 80; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Arnold, Atkins, 
Avery, Barksdale, Bishop, Bowie, Boyce, Bryan, Burnett, 
Caskie, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Cox, James 
Craig, Crawford, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dewart, Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foley, Gartrell,Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Lill, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, 
Kelly, Jacob M. Kunkel, Landy, Leidy, Letcher, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miller, Moore, Nibtack, 
Nichols, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Ready, 
Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, 
Scott, Searing, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stallworth, Stephens, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, Ward, 
Warren, Watkins, White, Whiteley, Woodson, Worten- 
dyke, Augustus R. Wright, and John V. Wright—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Bur- 
roughs, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Cockerill, Colfax, Co- 
mins, Covode, Cragin, Curtis, Damrell, Dawes, Dean, Dick, 
Dodd, Farnsworth, Fenton, foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gil- 
mer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Har- 
lan, Haskin, Hatch, Hickman, Hoard, Horton, Howard, 
Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Lawrence, Leach, Leiter, Love- 
joy, Millson, Montgomery, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, Olin, Parker, Pendleton, Pettit, Pike, Potter, Pot- 
tle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, John Sher- 
man, Judson W. Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, and Israel 
Washburn—80. 

So the pee. ‘* Shall the resolution be re- 
celved and entertained on the ground that the 
privileges of the House are involved ?”’ 
on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by J. Bucuanan 
Henry, his Private Secretary. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. STANTON stated that he was reported 
in the Globe as having voted in the affirmative 
on the bill relating to the Navy. If he was so re- 
corded in the Journal, he desired it to be corrected. 
He voted in the negative. 

The Journal was accordingly corrected. 

INCREASE OF THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business in 
order was the consideration of the special order 
for the day; it being the consideration of the bill 
of the House (No. 313) to provide for a tempo- 
rary increase of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. QUITMAN. If I could, without an ap- 
parent neglect of duty, postpone my remarks to 
a day of better health, | would do so cheerfully. 
But, sir, under every disadvantage, I feel myself 
bound to press the consideration of this bill to- 
day,and I shall make a few explanatory remarks 
upou the bill sow before the Llouse. 


was laid 
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Without any further preface, I proceed at once 
to state that the President of the United States, in 
his annual message delivered to this House some 
avo, has given us information of a state 
of things in the condition of the country which 
requires, in his opinion, an additional military 
‘To that, Mr. Speaker, it is due, in the reg- 
ling discharges of our duties, to make some re- 
The President has further, in giving that 
informati#6n, informed us of all the circumstances 
which render it necessary that we should act upon 
his recommendation before the spring campal Nn, 
if we desire to conform to his wishes and opinions 
upon the subject. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, itis the constitutional right 
of the Presidentof the United States, not to raise 
armies, but simply to actas Commander-in-Chief 
of those armies when raised. The constitutional 
nicht to raise armies belongs exclusively to Con- 
gress. Itis our constitutional power, and ours 
alone, and also to prescribe the regulations by 
which they shall be governed. The President of 
the United States can only recommend to Con- 
zress, and present considerations showing the 


months 


Pores 


mOonse, 


propriety of adding to, changing, or improving 


the military establishment of the United States. | 


His right consists alone in being Commander-in- 
Chief of those armies after they are raised, and 
their regulations prescribed, by authority of Con- 
gress, The general delegation of power by the 
Constitution shows what are his duties, and what 
powers are excluded from the President. Section 
eight of the first article of the Constitution of the 


United States gives to Congress power ** to raise 


and support armies, to make rules for the gov- 
ernment and regulation of the land and naval 
forces, and fo provide for calling forth the militia 
to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insur- 
rections and repel invasions.”’ 

Now, the President of the United States has 
no power to call out the militia, except in pursu- 
ance of the rules and regulations laid down by 
the Congréss of the United States. He has no 
authority to call out volunteers unless authorized 
by the Congress of the United States. It is con- 
sequently the duty of the President and other 
executive officers of the Government, when, in 
looking abroad, they find the condition of the 
country to require an additional force, to present 
the facts to Congress; and then for Congress to 
say what shall be the character of that force, and 
for how long a period it shall be mustered into 
service, 
the rules and regulations by which that force 
shall be governed. 


tive to present these matters to Congress. It is 


our duty to act upon that presentation; and espe- | 


Congress has also to say what shall be | 


It is the duty of the Execu- | 


cially isit our duty, when there exists such a state | 


of fucts as is now presented, to give hima prompt 
answer; because, whatever opinions may exist as 
to the propriety of the military operations of the 
country, now that they have been entered upon, 
they should be sustained by an adequate force, 


Well now, Mr. Speaker, there are two or three | 


modes in which Congress can raise armies—can 
create a military force, if they deem it proper that 
such force shall be authorized. The first is, by 


increasing the regular military forces which are | 


generally known as the regulars, Secondly, by 


calling out the militia—the great armed force of | 


the country—the great, mighty power of the citi- 
zens, required by the Constitution to be always 
embodied and armed, subject to be called into the 
service of the United States in cases of great emer- 
gencies when necessary, under the peculiar limits 
of power. conferred by the Constitution. The 
third mode of raising an army is to call out vol- 
unteers—a force which, when used under proper 
regulations, is as effective as any that can be called 
into the field. 

| now desire to make a few very brief remarks 
upon the several descriptions of force which may 
thus be called out. In the first place, I state, as 
every man will admit, that a regular military 
power of some kind is necessary for every Gov- 
ernment. The idea which sometimes exists 


among philosophers, that moral force alone can | 


sustain government, is utopian. There must be 
somewhere an armed force subject to the control 
and intended for the support of every Govern- 
ment. Where the military establishment is in- 


tended to be permanent, where it constitutes an | 
indispensable defense, there, [ admit, it should be | 


‘omposed of regulars. Such an establishment 


/ milicia system, for the simple reason t 


may also be regarded as indispensable to preserve 


an accurate knowledge of the military science and 
practice essential to a successful prosecution of 
war. 

But, sir, it should in no case exceed that which 
is demanded as the permanent policy of the coun- 
try in conducting its military affairs. I was one 
of those, Mr. Speaker, who believed that, in con- 
sequence of the largely-extended lines of our In- 
dian frontier, and the probability that disturb- 
ances from this cause would continue for a long 
time, we might with propriety make some increase 
to the regular Army. When, however, the ser- 


vice demanded ts temporary, it is not necessary, | 
perhaps improper, to increase the regular estab- 


lishment. 


I will turn now to the question of the employ- | 
ment of militia for the service proposed in the | 


communication of the President. The act of 1795 
still controls the President’s action in respect to 
the calling out of the militia. 


It is extremely re- | 


strictive in its terms; and to show that it does not | 


provide for the present case, I will read from it: 
* That whenever the United States shall be invaded, or 
be in imminent danger of invasion, from any foreign nation 


or Indian tribe, it shall be lawful for the President of the | 


United States to call forth such number of the militia of the 
State or States, most convenient to the place of danger, or 
scene of action, as he may judge necessary to repel such 
invasion, and to issue his orders, for that purpose, to such 
officer or officers of the militia as he shall think proper. 
And in ease of an insurrection in any State, against the 
government thereof, it shall be lawful for the President of 
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must take them as they are organized in the States 
under officers selected in time of peace and when 
there was no expectation of war. [ acknowledes 
that the expenses of the pure militia system ate 


| much greater than those of any other systeyy 


the United States, on application of the Legislature of such | 


State, or of the Executive, (when the Legislature cannot 
be convened,) to call forth such number of the militia of any 


other State or States, as may be applied for, as he may judge | 


sufficient to suppress such insurrection. 

“Sec, 2. nd be it further enacted, That whenever the 
laws of the United States shall be opposed, or the execu- 
tion thereof obstructed, in any State, by combinations too 
powerful to be suppressed by the ordinary course of judicial 
proceedings, or by the powers vested in the marshals by this 
act, it shall be lawful for the President of the United States 
to call forth the militia of such State, or of any other State 
or States, as may be necessary to suppress such combina- 
tions, and to cause the laws to be duly executed ; and the 
use of militia so to be called forth may be continued, if ne- 
cessary, until the expiration of thirty days after the com- 
mencement of the then next session of Congress.’? 


The President, under the Constitution of the 
United States, is Commander-inChief of the Army 
and Navy; but he is Commander-in-Chief of the 
militia only when they are called into service. 
And, sir, they are to be called into service only 


in case the United States shall be invaded, or in | 


imminent danger of invasion from any foreign na- 


tion or Indian tribe, in case of an-insurrection in | 


any State against the government thereof, and in 


case the laws of the United States shall be op- | 


posed or the execution thereof obstructed in any 
State by combinations too powerful to be sup- 
pressed by the ordinary course. The law further 
says: 

* Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That the militia em- 
ployed in the service of the United States shall be subject 
to the same rules and articles of war as the troops of the 
Unfted States. And that no officer, non-commissioned of- 
ficer, Or private, of the militia, shall be compelled to serve 
more than three months after his arrival at the place of 
rendezvous, in any one year, nor more than in due rotation 


with every other able-bodied man of the same rank in the 
battalion to which he belongs.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, will the power conferred 
by this act answer the purposes of the present 
emergency? In Utah there is a rebellious spirit 
which opposes the Federal officers in taking pos- 


session of their offices in order that they may dis- | 
charge their lawful duties. The President desires | 
that an adequate and efficient force shall accom- |! 


pany these officers. 


For this purpose he cannot 
call out the militia. 


for three months; and they would, if called out, | 


be entitled to their discharge before they arrived | 


on the field of active service. 

Much has been said, in other places, about the 
great expense of the volunteerand militia systems. 
1 admit that this applies to the militia system; but 
I will presently endeavor to show that it does not 
apply to the volunteer system. It _— to the 


at the Pres- | 


ident of the United States can only call them into | 


the service for three months, in which the short 


them out, would swell the cost to that of more 
than one year’s service. And besides that, they 


| must be called out as found organized in the States. 
You do not get picked men, not volunteers, not | 


officers selected for the occasion, who have come 
forward ready to serve in the emergency; but you 


But, even if that were not so, and you were dis. 
posed to give the President power to call out ¢| 
militia, itis utterly impracticable to do so under 
the law which governs the President in callin 
them out. Wecannot, therefore, refer him to the 
militia of the country. Important as that seryje. 
is, under every republican system, it was not jp. 
tended for emergencies of this kind. 

Having shown that it is unwise and impolitic 
to increase the regular Army for temporary pur- 
poses, I might say further, that it has been our 
policy, and is the policy of-all nations that have 
a regular permanent military establishment, to 
preserve it in its skeleton form; and if we wer 
to fill up that skeleton now, we should be obliged 
to adopt some other system in case of a war wit); 
some great Power. I believe, therefore, that tho 
system of increasing the permanent military es- 
tablishment of the country—the regular service— 
ought not to be resorted to for temporary objects, 
when it is anticipated that at the close of the cam- 
paign we shall be able to dispense with any extra 
force and return to our present limited establish- 
ment. 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to examine what is 
the proper mode of putting in the possession and 
under the control of the President a sufficient force 
to carry out what I see, and What every man 
must see, to be necessary, whether he approves 
or disapproves of the course of the Administra- 
tion or of the War Department—whether he con- 
siders the Utah expedition as well and skiliful- 
ly planned, or faulty as a military enterprise. 


| Whatever we may think of these things, I feel 


confident that every member of this House will 
at once see that the exigencies of the*country re- 
quire us to place at the disposal of the President 
some kind of military force. It would be a dis- 
grace to the whole country to leave Colonel John- 
ston and his men unsupported at a distance from 
the settled portions of the country. How, then, 
are we to furnish the President with the addi- 
tional force that is demanded? Why, sir, there 
is but one mode, and I am proud to say that it is 
one which is peculiar to the people of our coun- 
try, and which has ever proved itself to be effect- 
ive—I mean a resort to the volunteer system. 
When the first bugle sounded on the breaking 
out of the Mexican war, when the people of this 
country were, Jooking with intense interest to 
General Taylor’s position on the Rio Grande, 
there sprang up at once, upon the first call of the 
President, three hundred thousand men from all 
portions of the country, ready to volunteer and 
to incur the perils of an unhealthy climate, as 
well as the hazards of war upon the battle-field. 

Now, sir, great men may sometimes mistake 
the genius and character of our people. I rec- 
ollect very well having spoken once to Mr. Cal- 
houn upon the subject of a speech delivered by 
him just prior to the breaking out of the Mexican 
war, in which he said that he thought it would be 


| extremely difficult for Congress to raise the neces- 


sary force to prosecute the war. 


Even his great 


| mind did not comprehend the adventurous mil- 


They can only be called out | 


itary spirit of the people, nor imagine that upon 
the first call of the President, ten times the num- 
ber of men needed would volunteer for that war. 
Such a thing is unknown in other countries. It 
shows, in the first place, the devotion of freemen 
to the honor and the institutions of their country. 


_ It shows, further, what has been noted by politi- 


cal philosophers, that republican institutions are 
best calculated to nourish the military spirit of a 
people. While Rome was a Repubiic, she was 
invincible. While the States of Greece were Re- 
ublics, they, too, were invincible against all 
owers, and against all odds. * A republican form 


|of government nourishes that military spirit 


| any country in the world. 
period of service, outfit, and expense of calling || 


which, I trust, will ever exist in our own country. 
It-exists here to an extent never known before 1n 
We have here this pe- 
culiar system; why should we not avail ourselves 
of it? Who doubts now that the President, on 


his requisition, could get ten times the number 
of regiments this bill authorizes him to employ 1 
the service of the United States ? 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is said. by some that vol- 
|| unteersare an inferior description of military force. 
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Let us examine this charge for a moment. Where 
jo you enlist your regular troops? The statistics 
-how that enlistment is entirely carried on in your 
reat cities. Is it possible that you can there get 
a class of people for your Army equal to the class 
of volunteers? ‘The volunteer presents himself 
from a spirit of military pride. He seeks to gain 
a reputation in arms. He is ambitious; and looks 
for an opportunity to elevate himself. He is ac- 
uated by a high ambition to distinguish himself. 
Can you tell me, then, that the recruit from your 
large cities, and the volunteer, are equal? Compare 
‘heir intelligence, their spirit—that spirit that im- 
pels aman forward in battle; compare their in- 
yate courage; compare their knowledge of the use 
of arms; and who will not, after such a compari- 
son, decide in favor of the material from which is 
composed the volunteer force of the country? I 
holdin my hand a paper showing the number of 
men enlisted in the year ending July, 1857. Out 
of 5,420 men enlisted in that year, there were en- 
listed in New York city, of infantry, 649; and of 
mounted men, 295. In Boston, of infantry, 294; 
of mounted men, 175. In Philadelphia, of in- 
fantry, 633; of mounted men, 156. In Buffalo, 
172 infantry. In Baltimore, 126 infantry, and 95 
mounted men. This will make 1,876 infantry, 
and of mounted men, 721; summing up in all to 
9,597, raised in the large cities to which I have 
re ferred. 

This table shows whence the men composing 
your regular Army are drawn. They are nearly 
all drawn from the great cities. 1 am aware, sir, 
that there is not the same difference between the 
relative efficiency of military corps, as such, that 
may be observed between the individuals compos- 
ing such military bodies, because, in the action 
of masses of men, discipline constitutes an ele- 
ment of their efficiency; but show me what reason 
is there why volunteer troops should not, and do 
not act in large masses as well as regular troops? 
The very fact that the volunteer will not enlist, 
but will cheerfully volunteer, shows the spirit that 
animates him, and the object and purpose under 
which he acts. There is another objection, how- 
ever, made to volunteers, and that is that they 
are much more expensive than regular troops; 
and estimates have been presented from the Ad- 
jutant General’s department to show that the 
volunteer force is much more expensive than the 
regular. In fact it has been reported that the ex- 
pense of the volunteers called out in 1846, under 
Mr. Polk’s administration, was six times as great 
as that of the regular troops. I have slightly ex- 
amined the data on which these estimates are all 
founded, and while I have not time to dissect 
them fully, 1 have seen enough to convince me, 
that the system of calculation pursued in the 
matteris wrong, and the deductions not borne out 
by the facts. How could it be otherwise? The 
volunteer receives the same pay, receives precisely 
the same rations as the regular soldier—no more. 
His expense, when he once gets actually into ser- 
vice,is notone particle greater. Heis paid through 
the regular administration officers of the United 
States. From the time he is received into the ser- 
vice, therefore, his expense is precisely the same 
as that of the regular soldier. 

How does it happen, then, that the calculations 
referred to should make out this vast difference 
in the cost of the two systems? There are gen- 
tlemen around me who are conversant with mil- 
itary affairs. There are four or five gentlemen 
here present in my eye who have been in the ser- 
vice as commanders of regiments, both as volun- 
teers and afterwards as regulars. And I willask 
all of them whether they are acquainted with any 
facts which would justify the conclusion to which 
these singular and obscure reports have come as 
to the great difference between the cost of volun- 
teer and regular troops? While I do not feel dis- 
posed to attribute to the authors of these reports 
a disposition to disparage volunteer soldiers, I find 
the calculations all against them. For instance, 
they have based their calculations on three- 
months’ men—taking the volunteers and militia 
together; and then compared the mounted militia 
man, or the mounted volunteer, with the regular 
infantry, Is that fair? I believe that the differ- 
ence between the expense of an infantry regiment 
and that of a cavalry regiment is as one to five or 
SiX. In other words, a cavalry regiment costs 
five times as much to support it as does an infan- 
ry regiment. 


Whiy, then, compare the mounted | 
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volunteer with the regular infantry-man? Why 
not compare mounted volunteer regiments with 
the regular dragoon regiments? I repeat, that ! do 
not attribute to the War Department, or its offi- 
cers, any intention of misrepresenting this thing 
to the country; but there exists in all professions 
some disposition to disparage those who have not 
reached their science or art by the regular chan- 
nels. Idoubt not these calculations can be shown 
to be wrong, and that the expense of the volun- 
teer does not, in fact, exceed the expense of the 
regular soldier, except where the former is called 
into service for only a very short period of time. 
It cannot be fair to compare the expense of three- 
months’ men with that of the regular troops who 
have been enlisted for years. 

Now, in the bill which I have before me, re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs, we 
propose to give the President authority to accept 
the services of an efficient military force, to be 
raised, not for three, but for eighteen months. 
And with the material which exists in the coun- 
try—that which was left from the Mexican war, 
officers and privates—I will predict that the regi- 
ments, if called out by the President of the United 
States, will be as well officered, and the ranks as 
well filled, if not better, than by any other mode. 
But, sir, there is another objection, to which | will 
briefly allude, made to the use of volunteers or 
militia, which is, that they suffer more from sick- 
ness, and are therefore more expensive. The fact 
that during the Mexican war, in every instance, 
the first six months’ service has been a period of 
more sickness than any subsequent one, among 
the volunteers, as brought out in the report of the 
surgeon general, is an illustration—a fact which, 
in my opinion, if properly understood, proves 
nothing. Itis not to be denied that the first six 


months’ service of our volunteers during that war | 


was one in which they suffered especially from 
sickness; but that may be satisfactorily accounted 
for in the fact that the great body of them were 
left in the unhealthy and miasmatic climate of the 
valley of the Rio Grande, inactive and dispirited, 
while the regular troops were carried forward to 
participate in the excitement and glory of the 
campaign in a hilly and mountainous country. 

i hf the honor to be selected to command a 
brigade of volunteers on that occasion. I remem- 
ber well that while the men were left in the low 
lands of the Rio Grande, much disease prevailed ; 
and even when the march to Monterey commenced, 
many of them fell sick on the march, and had to 
be carried in wagons until, at last, so large a num- 
ber had contracted disease from their halt in the 
valley of the Rio Grande that it became necessary 
to make room for them in the wagons by throw- 


ing away our tent poles and other bulky articles. 


3ut no sooner had we ascended into a mount- 
ainous country, and excitement increased, than 
the soldiers began rapidly to recover; and when 
the first gun on ourapproach to Monterey boomed 
in the distance, scarcely a man was to be found in 
the wagons, but all hastened with life and alac- 
rity to buckle on their equipments, seize their 
rifles or muskets, and fall into the ranks. After 
the battle of Monterey scarce a man was reported 
on the sick list from disease. It was the long 
detention of so large a body of volunteers in the 
fatal climate of the Rio Grande that was the cause 
of so much sickness of the volunteers. In such 
a climate, measles, and other diseases which are 
considered very light at home, become in the 
Army epidemics of the most fatal character. [am 
ready to admit that during the first few months of 
service, volunteers are more subject to disease 
than are regulars generally; but I question wheth- 
er the period spoken of furnishes a proper com- 
parison between the condition of the volunteer 
and regular forces in the Mexican war. Most 
of the volunteer force, amounting to, I believe, 
about twenty-five thousand men, were left on the 
Rio Grande, while the regulars were, without any 
exception, marched forward immediately to Mon- 
terey. The volunteer force carried forward con- 
sisted of a thousand men who were under my 
command, and another thousand men under the 
command of General Hamar. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there are other objections 
which are sometimes made to the volunteer sys- 
tem. I would gladly relieve myself from making 
any comparisons if they had not already, as | 
think very injudiciously, been madeyby others. 
I think they are very injurious to both arms of 
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! I know from personal experience, 
having commanded both volunteer and regular 
forces, that a mixture of the two descriptions of 
troops makes the most formidable force in the 
world, _ You have that systematic science which 
exists in the Army, together with that implicit 
obedience that exists in the ranks, mixed with 
that intelligence which is picked up from civil life, 
with that ambition, spirit, and life which are in- 
fused into the regular Army by this conjunction 
with volunteers. You have that bold standard of 
courage which, being infused through the whole 
Army, made our force in Mexicosuch as the world 
has rarely seen—the army that under the gallant 
Taylor went forward and achieved victories from 
Palo Alto to Buena Vista, and that army which 
marched under the banner of Scott from Vera 
Cruz and fixed the standard of our country upon 
the imperial halls of the Monterumas, and per- 
formed military exploits which in the history of 
the world have rarely been equaled and never sur+ 
passed. 

And why was it? [t was because in that army 
were infused and mingled together system and 
high military science, with that genius and cour- 
ave of which our country has so nmch to boast. 
Why, sir, the country boy volunteers for the 
field, knowing thatif a blot or stain falls upon his 
character as a man of courage or honor, he dare 
never go home. Even the girls would never 
permit him to associate with them. He knows, 
therefore, that death is far better than the disgrace 
which will fall upon him if he should show the 
white feather. I see around me comrades who 
can bear me witness that these volunteers went 
into the service knowing that defeat would bring 
disgrace upon them and the country. This, then, 
is the spirit which pervaded the Army, connected 
with the science and steadfastness of the regular 
troops, and thisit was that gave the results brought 
about by the different campaigns. I therefore 
deprecate that there has ever been introduced into 


the service. 


these Halls comparisons, unjust comparisons, be- 


tween the two. I ama friend of both. IL am dis- 


| posed to do justice to both, and I would not have 
| said one word in disparagement of either, or even 


to introduce a comparison, but for the remarks 
which have elsewhere been made upon the sub- 
ject. 

It is said that the volunteers are more wasteful. 
It may be where they have property under their 
control; but during the whole war, after the vol- 
unteers were called out, the administrative depart- 
ment of the army was generally administered by 
regular officers. 1 will ask my friends who were 
in the Mexican war, whether the good things 
which came to the commissary’s and quartermas- 
ter’s department were more accessible to the vol- 
unteer than to the regular soldier? J ask them 
whether the volunteers had not even more diffi- 
culty in obtaining medical stores? There was, 
then, no opportunity afforded for waste. ‘The 
stores were dealt out by the administrative offi- 
cers of the army, and no men watched the prop- 
erty of the Government with more fidelity than 
they did. 

It is said that the volunteers are inadequate for 
the service. I regret that I have to notice certain 
charges in the speech of an honorable Senator. 


| He certainly was in error when he stated that the 


Tennessee regiments fled on the first fire at Cerro 
Gordo. The strongest position attacked was that 
against which the troops under General Pillow 
were marched. It was a position which the Mex- 
icans had prepared for defense, to prevent our 
troops turning any portion of their works. They 
were better prepared for defense there than at any 
other part of the field. The underbrush had been 
cut down for three or four hundred yards in front 
of their batteries; and the obstructions which were 
occasioned by the trunks and limbs of trees which 
had been felled, were left on the ground to impede 
the advance of an assailant. No troops on earth 
could have reached those batteries, unless with a 
loss of more than three fourths of their force. 

For such a failure, I do not think that volun- 
teers, or any other troops, should be held respons- 
ible. I was an eye-witness, on another field, of 
the efficiency, steadiness, and gallantry of volun- 
teers. The gallant Mississippi and first Tennes- 
see regiments, under Colonel Jefferson Davis and 
Colonel Campbell, marched for two miles under 
an unceasing fire, and carried the works upon the 
east side of the city of Monterey, from which— 
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and I say it without desiring to reflect upon the | 
regulars—the regular force, superior in numbers, | 
had been repulsed. I say they were repulsed, 
because the factis true. They were repulsed; but 
it was with immense loss. They fought long and 
well; a great number of officers fell. No troops 
could have fought better than Colonel] Garland’s; 
yet they were repulsed, and the batteries were 
carried by my brigade of volunteers. Tell me, | 
then, about the volunteers running on the first 
fire! ‘The whole conduct of the volunteers does 
not warrant the charge. 

Another charge is, that they are destructive of | 
public property. It is my duty, of all other men, 
to deny this charge. I commanded volunteers 
during the whole period of my service in Mexico, | 
and I have some experience in the matter. I can | 
express my confident belief that never was there 
an invading army to whose charge could be laid 
so few depredations upon private property. So 
far as my observation extends, wherever they | 
marched, the volunteers left behind them smiling | 
villages and a happy people. In the first portion | 
of my service, | commanded a field brigade of 
volunteers, and in the latter portion a division of | 
volunteers; and I will say; what Lam ready to | 
siake my character on, that $100 would cover all 
the injury to private property uncompensal« d, eX- 
cept in battle. 


It is said that when they occupied Santa An- 
na’s palace, they cut and slashed pictures, and 
other furniture. This may be so, but I do not 
know it, and do not believe it. On the 2Ist of 
April, 1847, [ established my headquarters in the 
varlor of Santa Anna’s palace at Encero. I sce 
vefore me an officer then under my command, 
General Moore, of Alabama, who was present 
on that occasion. An agent of Santa Anna had 
abandoned the place out of fear of these terrible 
fellows, ** Los Voluntarios!’’ The house was 
plainly furnished. When the troops were about 
leaving it, the yeunger officers left a note hanging 
from the chandelier, directed to Santa Anna, in- 
forming him that on that anniversary of the battle 
of San Jacinto, they had availed themselves of his | 
hospitalitygand thanking him forit. The rear 
guard had searcely got off the ground when the 
agent returned He looked about, and saw that 
nothing had been injured. Immediately he came 
in post haste, and addressing me thanked me for | 
having left everything as we had found it. 

‘The amount of injury done depends very much, 
if notaltogether, on the amount of restraint which 
an officer imposes upon his men. But there is a | 
high moral restraint resting upon the volunteers, 
because they are of our own people. Some of | 
them may brag very largely, and even assume an | 
air of ferocity; but you will find in almost every | 
man of them a heart that bleeds at woman’s sor- 
row, and abhors the infliction of any cruelty. 
‘The charge that the volunteers are less humane, 
and are disposed to do more unnecessary injury | 
than others, is altogether contrary to my experi- | 

;and I pronounce it an unjust imputation | 
upon the American character. | 

Mr. Speaker, I had no intention, when I rose, 
of trespassing so long upon the attention of the | 
House. I must pass, now, to a brief detail of 
*the provisions of the bill reported. The bill con- 
tains, first, a positive provision that a regiment | 
of mounted men shall be raised in Texas for the 
defense of the frontier of that State. It then goes | 
on to give authority to the President of the Uni- | 
ted States, should he deem it proper, to call out | 
four regiments of volunteers in any of the adjoin- 
ing States, or elsewhere, as he may see fit— 


ences 





** For the purpose of quelling disturbances in the Terri 
tory of Utah, for the protection of supply and emigrant trains, 
and the suppression of Indian hostilities ou the northern and | 
northwestern frontiers.” 

They are to be raised for the specified purposes | 
only—purposes which I believe will be approved 
by all parties. We all know that the defense of | 
the Texas frontier is necessary. The Governor | 
of Texas has sent information to the Sénators and 
Representatives from that State, and has called 
upon General Twiggs, commanding that depart- 
ment, to protect the frontier from Indian depre- 
dations. General Twiggs has replied that he has 
no troops for that purpose, a part of his command 
having been ordered out with the Utah expedition. 


pose, to be called into the service for pighteen 


months. ‘They will then pass through twe sum- | 


lt is proposed to provide a regiment for that pur- |/ 


mer campaigns before they are disbanded, and will 
probably accomplish the purpose for which they 
are required, We propose, then, to authorize the 
President, in his discretion, to call for four regi- 
ments of infantry or mounted men, as he may pre- 
fer, for the purpose of puttingan end to the diffi- 
culties in Utah, suppressing Indian hostilities, and 
protecting the emigrant trains across the western 
plains. 

The bill has been matured with great care under 
the eye of my associates on the committee, four 


| the volunteers. 


or five of whom have seen service in Mexico, and | 


know what provisions are proper for the organi- 
zation of this description of force. These details, 
I believe, meet with the entire approval of the 
whole committee. Many of the features of the 
bill have been contained in other bills that have 
preceded it. The pay is the same as that of the 
same arm in the regular service, and no more, 
with the exception that in the case of the Texas 
regiment the mounted men shall furnish their 
own horses, and the United States shall pay the 
hire of those horses. I will not discuss the details 
of the bill now, but if I am well enough to make 
any remarks at the close of the debate, I shall en- 
deavor to do so. I think the details of the bill will 
be satisfactory when they become known. 

There 1s one remark which | omitted to make 
in reference to the comparison between the policy 
of relying for temporary purposes upon the regu- 
lar force and that of accepting the services of vol- 
unteers or Of the militia, and itis this: during the 
last year, the regular Army of the United States 
lost three thousand men by desertion —— 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I trust the gentleman 
from Mississippi will have the unanimous con- 
sent of the Houseto proceed. Iam sure no gen- 
tleman will object. 5 

Mr. KEITT. I trust the House will grant the 
leave. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
considered as a precedent. 

No objection was made. 


Mr. QUITMAN. Mr. Speaker, I did not ask 


It must not be 
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consideration, it seems clear to me that we want 

If we desired to have a pern “ 
nent force, it might be better to enlist men: |); ;¢ 
it is merely wanted temporarily, let us make ys, 
of the best force a nation ever had—Americay 
volunteers. * 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a mos 
sage from the President of the United Sia 
transmitting communications from the Secrets 
of War and the Secretary of the Interior, iy, , 


| swer toa resolution of the House of the 5th ultiy 


requesting certain information in regard 16 ;), 
number of troops, whether regulars, voluntee;s. 
drafted men, or militia, engaged in the service of 
the United States during the last war with Gr t 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 


for this extension of time, and am, therefore, the | 


more grateful to the House for giving it to me. 
I merely desire to conclude the remark 4 was 
making. It may be that the volunteer service, 


which I regard as the proper one for temporary | 


purposes, is a little more expeusive than the em- 


ployment of the regular Army, but there are two | 


things to be considered in regard to it. In the first 
place, itdisseminates throughout the country some 


military knowledge, and places it in the hands of | 


the citizens generally, instead of confining it to 
the small class of men who are devoted to the 
profession of arms. Even though it may involve 


extension of military knowledge and experience 
will be a benefit to the country in time of need. 

But, again, this evil of desertion is a matter 
worthy of consideration. It is increasing in our 
Army, and 1 do not see how it is to be prevented. 
It cannot be prevented by the infliction of heavier 
penalties; for no punishment short of death could 
possibly prevent it, and I doubt very much if even 
that would; and it would be painful to resort to it 
when the soldier is not in the presence of the 
enemy. Never, I believe, has the habit been 
more rife. 

It has been said that Colonel Sumner’s regi- 
ment lost, in less than three months, four hun- 
dred men by desertion. Now you do not hear of 
volunteers deserting. When did you hear of a 
single voluntagr becoming a deserter, and sub- 
jecting himself to be branded as such? They 
never desert. 

But with the regular troops the evil has in- 
creased to such an extent as to attract the atten- 
tion of the country. How is that evil to be rem- 
edied? It must be by moral influence; by infusing 


/an expense of a few thousand dollars more, this | 


the regular troops with the spirit that animates || 


the volunteers. The evil may arise, in a great 
measure, from the fact that the men who compose 
our regular Army are irresponsible men, who care 
nothing for the country, or their own characters. 
Many of them enlist, coment for the purpose of 


| getting the bounty, and with the intention to de- 


sert whenever they get to the West; and they do 
desert, whenever they get into sparsely-settled 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House 4 


report from the Court of Claims. 

The adverse reports were ordered to be placed 
upon the Calendar, and the bills referred to the 
Committee of Claims; being considered read a 
first and second time. 


ORDNANCE OFFICERS, ETC. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 


letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmii- 
ing statements of the Fourth and Fifth Auditors 
of the Treasury, in compliance with a resolution 
of the House of Representatives of 14th June, 
1848; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MEMORIAL OF NEBRASKA LEGISLATURE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 


memorial and joint resolutions of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Nebraska, praying 


| appropriations for that Territory; which were 
_ referred to the Committee on Territories. 


MARYLAND CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, by unanimous con- 
sent presented the reply of Mr. J. Morrison Har- 
risto the memorial of Mr. Whyte, contesting his 
seat; and asked that the same be ordered to Le 
printed. 

It was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BISHOP. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GARNETT. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. It is only half past three.o’clock. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I understand that the 
gentleman from Virginia[Mr. FauLkner] desires 
the floor to speak on this bill. [ hope, therefore, 
that the motion to adjourn will be withdrawn, 
and that the gentleman will be heard on the propo- 
sition to increase the Army. 

Mr. KEITT. I wish to make an inquiry of 
the Chair: whether, if the House adjourn at this 
stage of the proceedings on the Army bill, that 
will necessarily be the first question to-morrow? 
and second, whether the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, (Mr. Brsnop,] having obtained the floor 
and made the motion to adjourn, will have the 
floor on the Army bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the 
latter question when the contingency arises. As 
to the first question, the Chair states that tle 
first business in order in the morning will be tie 
call of the Committee of Claims for reports fro. 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. KEITT. Then the first business to-mor- 
row will be, not the Army bill, but the regular 
course of proceedings on private-bill day ’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will it not be the 
first question on Monday or Tuesday? The rea- 
son it will not be the first question to-morrow is 


| because it will be private-bill day. 


The SPEAKER. It will come up the first bus- 


iness in order when the morning hour is reached. 


countries, where there is little chance of being | 


arrested as deserters. 
So, Mr. Speaker, taking all these things into 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Is there a mo- 
tion to recommit pending? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

The yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn 
were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty-five minutes to four, p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 5, 1858. 
fhe House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer | 
by Rev. P. D. Gurzey, D. D. 
‘he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER announced the business first 
» order to be the call of the Commiitee of Claims 
for reports in reference to business from the Court 
( ¢ Claims. 

Mr. BLISS. Before the House proceeds to the 
regular order, I ask permission to introduce a bill | 
fr reference. The subject-matter of the bill has | 
hen already referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, namely, the reorganization ofthe Supreme | 
Court. It was referred, f believe, in the shape of 
a portion of the message of the President of the 
United States, on the motion of my colleague, | 
Mr. Sranron.] I have drawn a bill expressing 
my views on the subject, and I desire to have it 
reterred to the same committee. 

Mr. HARLAN. I object. I think itisa great 
deal better to pursue the regular order of business. | 

Vir. CLINGMAN. [hope there will be no ob- | 
jection to calling the States for bills and resolu- 


ons. 





ISAAC S. SMITH. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Com- 
meree, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac S. 
Smith, of Syracuse, in the State of New York; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with | 
the report, ordered to be printed. 


ANNE DUDLEY. 


On motion of Mr. MILES, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of Anne Dud- 
ley, keeper of the light-house at St. Marks, Florida, and that 
it be laid on the table. 

JOHN DAVIS. 

Mr. COBB. Lam instructed by the Committee | 
on Public Lands to report a bill recognizing the 
assignment of land warrant No. 35,956, issued to 
John Davis, as valid. It is a very small matter, 
but to the poor man for whose benefit it is, it is 





of importance. The land warrant in question was || 


issued to John Davis. He died, and the admin- 
istrator proceeded to dispose of it under the act 
of the Legislature of Alabama which treats land 
warrants as personal property. ‘The adminis- 
trator proceeded to wind up the estate, sold the 


of the value of the land. Afterwards, it was dis- 
covered that, by the decision of the Land Office, | 
land warrants are regarded as real estate, and the | 
title of the party purchasing the land is not recog- | 
nized. 

Mr. BLISS. Is this in order? 
applied to me strictly this morning, and I object. 


Mr. COBB. Well, sir, I am instructed by the || 


Committee on Public Lands to report a bill, rec- 
ognizing the assignment of*sland warrant No. | 
35,956, issued to John Davis, as valid. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. COBB. Now, sir, I hope the House will | 
pass this little bill. I have stated all the facts in | 
relation to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know of the gen- 
tleman if there is a report in this case ? 


Mr. COBB. Here is the bill, and I have stated | 
the facts. 
, Mr. MORGAN. I want something more than || 
that, 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I rise to a question of order. 
I ask whether it is in order in calling committees 
for reports on private bill day to put bills on their | 
passage as they are reported ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is—bills | 
of a private nature. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. I was under the impression | 
that on private bill day the rules provided that the | 
bills reported from committees should be referred 
and not put on their passage. I do not remem- 
ber any particular construction on this point; but 
that has been the practice of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the Chair 
that when a bill of a private nature is reported 
from a committee, it stands upon the same foot- 
ing as bills reported from committees on any other 
day. The restriction of the rule only requires that 
the bills reported shall be of a private nature. 
_Mr. CHAFFEE. Does that rule apply on ob- 
jection day? 





THE 


| 


| 
| 
The rules were |! 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does. 
| The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Alabama that he should 
amend the bill, so as to specify under what act 
this forty-acre warrant was issued. Warrants 
of the same number, I presume, have been issued 
under other acts. 

Mr. COBB. I am not very particular about 
this bill. I submitted it to the Commissioner of 
Public Lands, and he said it was satisfactory. If 
there is any objection to it, send it back, and let 
me put it in my drawer; and let the poor man 
suffer. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no objec- 
tion to the bill; but it should state under what law 
the warrant was issued. The warrant shows un- 

| der what act it was issued, and let that be inserted 
in the bill. 

Mr. COBB. Well, here is the warrant. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Well, then, why 
not amend it, as 1 have suggested? 

Mr. COBB. Very well; I will accept the 

amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the gentleman from Alabama cannot accept an 
amendment, the bill being a report from a com- 
mittee. A vote of the House must be taken upon 
| it. 


Mr. MORGAN. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama if there is not now before 
the Committee on Public Lands a general bill, 
which covers this very case? As I understand 
it, there are a large number of cases of this kind. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir. There is a bill before 
the Committee on Public Lands, proposing to rec- 
ognize land warrants that have been issued upon 


Land Office, but who have died before the action 
of the Land Office upon them. Under the present 
law such warrants are worthless. We propose to 
report a bill recognizing the validity of such war- 


|| rants, and that they shall descend to the heirs of 


the applicant. But, sir, this is not a case of that 
kind; this was issued and in the possession of the 
party before he died; it was administered upon as 


|| application by parties who have applied at the | 


his property, and the money distributed among || 


| the heirs. But they now find that the Land Office | 


does not recognize land warrantsas personal prop- 
erty. That isthe whole of it. If yousend it back 
| to Alabama it costs thirty-eight dollars to geta 


| legal transfer; that is all of it. 
warrant, and got the pay for it, to the full amount || 


Mr. GIDDINGS. If I can get the ear of the 
| House I desire to say, that 1 have no knowledge 
of this bill; I presume it to be as meritorious as 
the gentleman from Alabama states it to be. 
presume it is as meritorious as a hundred others 
| reported months ago, and placed upon the Private 


| be referred to a Committee of the Whole House 
| and placed upon the Private Calendar. I object to 
this bill taking precedure of others which have 
been on the Calendar for months. 

Mr. COBB. Iam sure, if it is the pleasure of 
the House to refer this little bill to a Committee 
of the Whole House, I have no objection. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to it further, be- 
| cause it has been the practice of the House to refer 


| bills reported on private bill days. 


Mr. COBB. Well, just let it go. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would suggest to 
| the gentleman from Alabama that the cenfeman 
from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not know how the gentleman 
from Ohio could be entitled to the floor. I had not 
yielded the floor, and I do not know how the Chair 
could have inferred that I had, unless it is from 
| my slow way of speaking. 

The SPEAKER. That may have misled the 
| Chair. [Laughter.] 
Mr. COBB. Well, sir, I move to put the bill 


on its passage; and I have nothing further to | 


say. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana, asked leave to 
| make a report from the Committee of Claims, he 
| having been absent in the committee room when 
| that committee was called. 


| Mr. LEITER objected. 


} 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


| 
| 
| Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 


I wish to make a 
single remark. 


[ do not propose to interrupt the 


I } 
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proceedings of the House at this time by a speech; 

but, sir, on yesterday 
Mr. PHELPS. What is before the House? 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. J ask the unanimous 


consent of the House to make a personal expla- 
nation. 


Mr. CLEMENS. 1 object. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. When the Com- 
mittee of Claims was called it was in session in 
its committee room on the business of the House. 
They have several reports to make, and | ask that 
they be allowed to make them now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Loui- 
siana made the same request, and it was objected 
to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Wemake the 
request only to facilitate the business of the House. 
It is a matter of no interest to the members of the 
committee individually. 

There was no objection to the reception of re- 
ports from the Committee of Claims. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the Com- 


mittee of Claims, reported adversely upon the fol- 
lowing petitions; which were laid upon the table, 
and the reports ordered to be printed: 

The petitions and papers of Cole & Barr; and 

The petition of the heirs of Michael John- 
son. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported back a bill (C. C. No. 
44) for the relief of James Smith, of the county 
of Clermont, State of Ohio, with the recommend- 
ation that it be rejected; which was referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ‘TAYLOR, also, from the same conimittee, 
made a similar report on the following Court of 

Ylaims bills; which were referred to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Lucinda Robinson, of 
Orleans county, Vermont; 

A bill for the relief of Hannah Weaver, of 





| Wayne county, Pennsylvania; 


Calendar, and I therefore rise to move that this bill || 


A bill for the relief of Ann Clark, of Madison 
county, Tennessee; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Burt, of Scioto 
county, Ohio; 

A bill for the relief of Esther Stevens, of Van 
3uren county, Michigan; 

A bill for the relief of Mercy Armstrong, of 
Gloucester county, Rhode Island; 

A billfor the relief of Nancy Madison, of Fair- 
field county, Ohio; 

A bill for the relief of Anna Parrot, of Clinton 
county, Ohio; 

A bill for the relief of Margaret Taylor, of Put- 


| nam county, Tennessee; 


A bill for the relief of Lavinia Tipton, of White 
county, ‘l'ennessee; 

A bill for the relief of Lucretia Wilcox, of 
Wayne county, Michigan; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Robbins, of West- 
moreland county, Pennsylvania; 

A bill for the relief of Tempy Connelly, of 
Johnson county, Kentucky; 

A bill for the relief of Rosamond Robinson, of 
Belknap county, New Hampshire; 

A bill for the relief of Melinda Durkee, of the 
State of Georgia; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Weed, of Albany 
county, New York; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Pierce, of Cort- 


| landt county, New York; 


A bill for the relief of Ann B. Johnson, of Hen- 
» county, Virginia; ' 

A bill for the relief of Hannah Menzies, of the 
State of Kentucky; 

A bill for the relief ef Rebecca P. Nourse, of 
the State of Kentucky; 

A bill for the relief of Anna Hill, of Monroe 
county, New York; 

A bill for the relief of Polly Booth, of Madison 
county, New York; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Eaion, of Worces- 
ter county, Massachusetts; 

A bill for the relief of Temperance Childress, 
of Virginia; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth King, of Vir- 
ginia; 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Morgan, of 
Rensselaer county, New York; 
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A bill for the relief « 
county, New York; 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Ittig, of Herki- 
mer county, New York; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Ann Hooper, of 
Virginia; 

A bill for the relief of Almira Reniff, of Penn- 
sylvania; 

"A bill for the relief of Sarah Loomis, of New 
London county, Connecticut; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Grant, of South 
Carolina; 

A bill for the relief of Jane Martin, of Harrison 
county, Virginia; and 

A bill for the relief of Lydia Clapp. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitted a minority report on the ad- 
verse reports just made; which was referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
bye printed. 

Mr. JONES, af Tennessee, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the adverse reports from the 
Committee of Claims were referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


HORACE S. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitted an adverse report in the case 
of Horace S. Campbell; which was laid upon the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN SAYRE. 


Mr. GOODWIN, fromthe Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin Sayre; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. | 


On motion of Mr. KELLY, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
divcharged from the further consideration of the nemorial 
of the presidentand directors of the Panama Railroad Com 
puny, praying compensation for furnishing supplies to Gen 
‘ 
( 


. | 
f Phebe Polly, of Otsego 


ral Watker’s men, and that the same be reterred to the 
ommittee on Naval Affairs. 


GEORGE W. HOPKINS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, made an 
averse report on the petition of George W. Hop- 
kins; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM MOSS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report on the petition 
of William Moss, for additional compensation for 
mail services; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. , 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by J. B. Henry, his Private 
Secretary, notifying the House that he had this 
day approved and signed an act (H. R. No. 271) 
to enable the President of the United States to 
fulfill the stipulations contained in the third and 
sixth articles of the treaty between the United 
States and the King of Denmark, of the 11th 
April, 1857, for the discontinuance of the Sound 
dues. 


| 


A. M. PETTENGALL. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse 
report on the petition of A.M. Pettengall; which 
was laid upon the table and ordered to be printed. 


PHARMACEUTICAL SOCIETY. 


Mr. BURNETT, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, made an adverse report on 
the petition of the Pharmaceutical Society of the 
District of Columbia, praying for an act of incor- 
poration; which was laid upon the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


JAMES W. NYE. 


Mr. BURNETT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the benefit of J. W. Nye; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to a | 


| 


| 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 
JOHN B. ROPER. 
Mr. ENGLISH, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Reads, reported a bill for the 
relief of John B. Roper; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to a Committee of the | 


Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, 
HEIRS OF REV. JAMES CRAIG. 
Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, oper a bill for the relief of | 


the heirs of Rev. James Craig, deceased; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to a 

Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 

accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM WALKER. 


Mr. COX, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of William Walker; which 
was read a first and second time, referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF SAMUEL JONES. 


Mr. LOVEJOY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to allow the legal representatives of 


Samuel Jones five years’ full pay, in lieu of half | 


pay for life; which was read a first and second 
time, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

GUSTAVUS B. HORNER. 


Mr. CRAGIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Gustavus B. Horner, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred toa 


Committee of the Whole House, and, with the | 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THE REVOLUTIONARY ARMY. 


Mr. CRAGIN also, from the same committee, 
reported back House bill (No. 234) to provide 
for the settlement of the claims of the officers and 
soldiers of the revolutionary army, and of the 
widows and children of those who died in the 
service; which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 


| report, ordered to be printed. 


} 
| 


LIEUTENANT BARTLETT HINDS. 


Mr. CLAWSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Lieutenant Bartlett 
Hinds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF MARIE MALINES. 

Mr. SANDIDGE, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 


the legal representatives of Marie Malines; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 


a Committee of the Whole House, and, with the | 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SANDIDGE. It was with great hesitancy 
and reluctance that the Committee on Private 
Land€laims, having observed the indisposition 
of the House to authorize other committees to em- 
ploy clerks, instructed me to apply to the House 
for authority to appointa clerk. The reason for 
the necessity is simply this: we have now before 
us a mass of documents, coming from the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico alone, which, if printed, 
would make alarge volume. 
the power of that committee even to read these doc- 
uments, although we should give to them every 


leisure hour that we expect to have during the | 


| Session. 


We ask for the appointment of a clerk 
who will make a brief of these papers for the com- 
mittee. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Claims be au- 


thorized to employ a clerk at the usual rate of compensa- 
tion. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


Is that a private claim ? 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair thinks not, and 


Committee of the Whole House, and, with the || thinks that the resolution cannot be reported to- 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LETCHER moved to reconsider the vote || 


by which the bill was so referred, and also 


day. 
Mr SANDIDGE. 
mittee. 


L GLOBE. 





March 5, 


|| The SPEAKER. That is true, but reports of 


It is utterly out of | 


be printed. 


| @ private nature only are called for. 
CYRENIUS GLASS. 

Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Priya;, 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Cy- 
renius Glass; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Who), 
House, and, with the report, ordered to be printed 


W. K. GREENWOOD. 


Mr. GREENWOOD, from the Committee oy 
Indian Affairs, presented an adverse report in t)), 
case of W. K. Greenwood’s appraisal and afi. 
davit; which was laid on the table and ordered to 


JOHN FRANCIS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. GREENWOOD also, from the same com. 
mittee, presented an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of John Francis and others; which was |ai 


| on the table and ordered to be printed. 


| 
| MENOMONEE INDIANS. 


Mr. GREENWOOD, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a billto authorize the Commissioney 
|of Indian Affairs to adjudicate and settle certain 
| clainrs against the Menomonee Indians; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 9 


GEORGE CHORPENNING, ETC. 


‘|| Mr. LEITER, from the same committee, re- 
| ported a bill for the relief of George Chorpenning 
,and Elizabeth Woodward, widow of Absalom 
| Woodward, deceased, and the children of said 
| Elizabeth Woodward; which was read a first 
|| and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
1 Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to be 
| printed. ‘ 
DENT, VANTINE AND Co. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Messrs. Dent, Van- 
| tine & Co., for provisions furnished to Indians in 
| California, during the years 1851, 1852, and 1853; 
| which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 

| the report, ordered to be printed. 


CECILE COMPARE. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the same, committee, pre- 
sented an adverse report in the case of Cecile Com- 
pees which was laid on the table, and ordered to 

| be printed. 


WILLIAM P. PAFF. 
1] 


Mr. QUITMAN, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, presented an adverse report in the 
case of Captain William P. Paff, for leave to en- 

|| list a rifle regiment; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


i] 
] 
| RICHARD B. ALEXANDER. 


|| Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, 
|| reported a bill for the relief of Richard B. Alex- 
| ander; which was read a first and second time, 
|| referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
|, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


| MAJOR JAMES DASHIELL. 
|| Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, 


|| reported a bill for the relief of Major James Da- 
|| shiell, paymaster in the United States Army; 
} which was read a first and second time, referred 

| to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 


the report, ordered to be printed. 
| SIMEON STEADMAN. 





Mr. BUFFINTON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Simeon Steadman; 
|| which was read a first and second time, referred 
|| toa Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 


SUSANNAH REDMOND. 
| Mr. BUFFINTON, from the same committee, 


|| reported a bill for the relief of Susannah Red- 
mond; which was read a first and second time, 
_referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 


|| and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


| JONAS P, LEVY. , 
Mr. BUFFIN'FON, from the same committee, 
| made an adverse report in the case of Jonas P. 








It is a report from a com- || Levy; which was laid on the table, and ordered 


|| to be printed. 
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JOHN G. CLAYTON. 

Mr. BUFFINTON, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report in the case of John G. 
clayton, for a horse lost by said Clayton in the 
rvice of the Government; which was laid on 
» table, and ordered to be printed. 


E. W. PALMER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HAWKINS, from the Committee on Na- 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of E. W. 
Palmer and others; which was read a first and 
-ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM PAULDING. 


Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Hiram 
Paulding; which was read a first and second time, 
referred toa Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 


BLYTHE ISLAND. 


Mr. SEWARD proposed to report back House 
pill No. 89, relative to the continuation of the 
United States works at Blythe Island, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. KELSEY. Is that a private bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, and cannot be re- 
evived. 

JOHN M. BROOK. 


Mr. WINSLOW, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John 
M. Brook; which was read a first and second 
time, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS DAINESE. 


Mr. BURLINGAME, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
lraneis Dainese; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
louse, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES L. DENMAN. 


' 
j 


Mr. CLINGMAN, from the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs, made an adverse report in the 


case of Charles L. Denman, United States consul | 


at Acapulco, Mexico; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CLINGMAN state 
quested to make a report 
New York, (Mr. Sickres.] 


that he had been re- 
the gentleman from 
He could not now 


obtain possession of the bill, and hoped that leave | 


would be given to make the report any time in 
the course of the day. 


PETER VAN BUSKIRK. 


Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill 
providing an increase of pension for Peter Van 
Buskirk, of Washington, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 


#>HN HARRIS. 


Mr. SEARING, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of John Harris, of Warren county, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on‘the state of 
the Union, and, with the report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JEMIMA DAMON. 


Mr. SHAW, of North Carolina, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, made an ad- 
verse report on the petition of Jemima Damon, 
widow of Jedediah Damon; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


W. P. RATHBONE. 


Mr. SHAW, of North Carolina, also from the 
same committee, reported back the petition of W. 
P. Rathbone, in behalf of the widow and children 


of Caleb Wood, deceased; which was referred to || 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JOHN CAMPBELL. 


CAPTAIN STANTON SHOALS. 
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(C. C. No. 111) upon the petition of Arnold Har- 


Mr. BURNS, from the Committee on Invalid | ™S: ®4ministrator of Robert Armstrong. 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Captain | 


Stanton Shoals; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY BLATTENBERGER. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill, granting a pension to 
Mary Blattenberger; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to 
be printed. 

NANCY MAGILL. 


Mr. BURNS, from thé same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Nancy Magill; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to a | 


Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. BURNS, from the same committee, made 


adverse reports in the cases of Mary Thompson, | 
| John Ketchum, and John K. Tucker; which were 


laid on the table, and the reports ordered to be 
printed. 
SAMUEL HAMILTON. 


Mr. CASE, from the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions, submitted an adverse report in the case 
| of Samuel Hamilton; which was laid upon the 
| table, and ordered to be printed. 

| 


GEORGE MIDDLETON. 
On motion of Mr. CASE, the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further | 
| consideration of the petition of George Middle- 
| ton; and the same was referred to the Committee | 
| of Claims. 


WILLIAM SUTTON AND JOSEPH WEBB. - 


Mr. CASE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
severally reid a first and second time, referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of William Sutton; and 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Webb. 


EDWIN M. CHAFFEE. 


Mr. EDIE, from the Committee on Patents, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Edwin M. Chaffee; 
which was read a first and second time by its 


| title, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, | 
| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
HOUSE PRINTER. 
On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, the 


Committee on Printing was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of James B. 


| Stedman and Major Knapp; and the same were 


referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


POLICE REGULATIONS OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. GOODE, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill granting certain 
additional powers to the corporation of Wash- 
ington; which was read a first and second time by 


| its title. 


Mr. GOODE. This is a bill in which we all 


| feel an interest, and I move that it be recommit- 


Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Inva- || 


lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Campbell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


ted to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
that it may be printed before it is taken up for 
consideration. I move that it be ordered to be 
printed. 

The bill was ordered to be printed. 


JAMES PHELAN. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill for the relief of James Phe- 
lan; which was read a first and second time by 


its title, and referred to the Committee of Claims. |! 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. CHAFFEE moved that the House resolve 


itself into a Committee of the Whole House on | 


the Private Calendar. 





| 
| 
| 


The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
coming fenerves itself into a Committee of the | 


Whole 
Wasnevrn, of Maine, in the chair.) 


ouse on the Private Calendar, (Mr. | 


The CHAIRMAN stated the first question in 


order to be the consideration of adverse report | 


On motion of Mr. CHAFFEE, the report was 
laid aside to be reported to the House, with a 


recommendation that the recommendation of the 
Court of Claims be concurred in. 


AUGUSTINE DEMERS. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 116) upon the 
petition of Augustine Demers and others, admiu- 
strators of Francis Chaudonet. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, I make the same motion in 
reference to that case. 

Mr. PALMER. The Court of Claims in this 
case—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that 
debate is notin order, this being ** objection day.”’ 

Mr.PALMER. Idesire to have that case take 
the same direction that was given to cases the 
other day—that it be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair under- 
stand the gentleman as objecting to the considera- 
tion of the case now? f 


Mr. PALMER. 
JOSHUA R. JEWETT. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 123) upon the pe- 
tition of Joshua R. Jeweti, heir of Joseph Jewett. 
Mr. PALMER. I object to’that case also. 


JAMES THOMPSON. 


Yes, sir. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 126) on the peti- 
tion of James Thompson, surviving partner of C, 
M. Strader & Co. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move that 
that case be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation thatit be referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT HARRISON. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 127) upon the pe- 
tition. of Robert Harrison. 

Mr. HAWKINS. I make the same motion in 
that case as was made in the last case by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the read- 
ing of the report. 


Mr. LEITER. I object to the case. 
ABRAHAM KING. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 130) upon the pe- 
tition of Abraham King, administrator of John 
Mandeville. 

Mr. PALMER. I move that that case be re- 
ported to the House, with the recommendation 
that it be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, objected to the con- 
sideration of the case. 


ROBERT C. THOMPSON. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 135) upon the pe- 
tition of Robert C. Thompson, administrator of 
William Thompson. [Objected to by Mr. Smirn, 
of Virginia. ] 

ELLEN MARTIN. 


An adverse report (C.C. No. 139) upon the pe- 
tition of Ellen Martin, heir-at-law of Francis Mar- 
tin. [Objected to by Mr. Patmer.] 


FRANCIS NADEAU. 


An adverse report (C.C. No. 140) upon the pe- 
tition of Francis Nadeau, heir of Basil Nadeau. 
[Objected to by Mr. Patmer. ] 


ABRAHAM R. WOOLLEY. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 141) upon the pe- 
tition of Abraham R. Woolley. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I hope that 
no one will object to this case. I move that it be 
reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. I 
could explain the merits of the case if | had a 
right to do so. ve i 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I am willing to give 
the gentleman the right. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Oh, no; that will not do. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Then | must object. 


NATHANIEL WILLIAMS. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 145) upon the 
petition of Nathaniel Williams. 
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Jaid aside to be reported to the House, with a rec- 
ommendation that the decision of the Court of 
Claims be confirmed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN HAMILTON. 
A bill (H. R. No.8) for the relief of John Ham- 


ilton. 

‘The bill provides that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury pay out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to John Hamilton, of 
Ohio, the sum of $200 in full compensation for 
time and services during imprisonment with the 
Indians during the war of 1812. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside 


to be report d to the Hous« : with the recommend- 
ation that it do pass, 


CYRUS H. M‘'CORMICK. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 11) upon the pe- 
tition of Cyrus 11. McCormick. |[Objected to by 
Mr. Hoarp. ] 

CASSIUS M. CLAY. 

An adverse report (C, C. No. 21) upon the pe- 
tition of Cassius M. Clay. ([Objected to by Mr. 
Leirer.} 

WILLIAM NEILL. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 30) upon the pe- 
tition of William Neill and others. [Objected to 
by Mr. Burnt oo) 

“Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. It must be 
perfectly palpable to every gentleman of the com- 
mittee that we are not going to do anything with 
this Calendar. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There are but two 
more of these adverse reports, and then we will 
come to other bills. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
obje cuion stops everything. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
at them some day. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Well, we 
will take them up some day that is not objection 
day. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


A single 


We have to get 


THOMAS PHENIX, JR. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 31) upon the pe- 
tition of Thomas Phenix. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Phenix has been acted on in the Senate, where a 
bill was passed in favor of the claimant; and at 
an early day of this session a bill was introduced 
here, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which committee has it now under con- 
sideration. Although this case comes to us asan 
adverse report, it 1s not, in fact, an adverse report 
from the Court of Claims. But, without dis- 
cussing the question, | desire to have the report 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

which has the case now under consideration. 

Mr. PALMER. I am constrained to object. 
Il have no doubt that the case has all the merits 
which the gentleman claims for it; but my cases 
have merits also. 


DAVID MYERLE. 

An adverse report (C. C. No, 81) upon the pe- 
tition of David Myerle. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I mové that the report be 
laid aside, to be reported to the House with a rec- 
ommendation that the report of the Court of 
Claims be concurred in. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 
RICHARD H. WEIGHTMAN. 

A bill CH. R. No. 64) for the relief of Richard 
H. Weightman. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I move that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BURNETT. Read the report. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to the case. 


THOMAS SMITHERS. 


I object. 


A bill (HM. R. No. 65) for the relief of Thomas | 


Smithers, 
The bill was read. It authorizes the Secretary 


of the Interior to place the name of Thomas | 
Smithers upon the invalid pension roll ofthe Army | 
of the United States, and cause to be paid to him 


This case of Thomas | 
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Mr. CHAFFEE. I move that the report be || eight dollars per month, commencing January 1, | resentatives of William Smith, deceased, | 


1855, to continue during his natural life. 
The report was read. It appears that, from 


| certificates and documents presented to the com- 


mittee, the petitioner was an enlisted drummer in 
Captain Thomas O. Jennings’s company of Vir- 
ginia militia, in the regiment commanded by Ma- 
jor Stapleton Crutchfield; that he entered the ser- 


vice 30th March, 1813, and was discharged with | 


his company on the 11th of October, 1813; that 


during an engagement at Hampton, Virginia, | 


with the British forces, he received a wound on 
both legs, between the knees and ankles, caused 
by a splinter from a baggage wagon, which was 
shattered by a cannon shot, and that said wound 
has caused him severe physical suffering during 
all the time since he received it; and that now, in 
his extreme old age, (ninety-four,) he applies for 
that relief which his country guarantied to him 
when he entered her service. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside 


to be reported to the House with a recommend- | 


ation that it do pass. 


CHARLES J. INGERSOLL. 


A bill (H. R. No. 197) for the relief of Charles | 


J. Ingersoll. [Objected to by Mr. Ketsey.]} 


GEORGE W. BISCOE. 
A bill (H. R. No. 203) for the relief of George 
W.Biscoe. [Objected to by Mr. Moreay.] 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. It is obvious that 
nothing will be done in committee. I move that 
the committee rise. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


JAMES MACM‘INTOSH. 


A bill (C. C. No. 80) for the relief of Captain | 


James MacMcelIntosh, of the United States Navy. 
[Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.]} 
BARCLAY AND LIVINGSTON. 


A bill (H. R. No. 204) to refund to Barclay & 
Livingston and others, duties on certain goods 
destroyed by fire in the city of New York on the 


19th day of July, 1845. [Objected to by Mr. 


Puivuirs.] 
HENRY LEEF AND JOHN M‘KEE. 


A bill (Hl. R. No. 206) to indemnify Henry | 


Leef and John McKee for illegal seizure of acer- 
tain bark. ([Objected to by Mr. Lovesoy.] 


ALEXANDER STEVENSON. 


A bill (H. R. No. 208) for the relief of the heirs 
of Alexander Stevenson. 

The bill directs the Treasurer of the United 
States to pay to the legal representatives of Alex- 
ander Stevenson, a soldier of the revolutionary 


war, in trust for the heirs of Stevenson, $654, | 
being the amount of money due him from the time | 


of his enlistment, January 1, 1776, until the time 
of his discharge, in 1783. 


The report states that Alexander Stevenson, a | 


| soldier in the Revolution, enlisted as such in the 


month of February, in the year 1776, was in the 
battle of the Three Rivers, in Lower Canada, 
where he was taken prisoner and detained as such 
till the year 1783, when he was discharged in an 
enfeebled state of health. 
ords of the War Department that he enlisted for 
one year, and not for during the war; but having 


served till the end of the war, his case comes with- | 
in the spirit and meaning of the law providing re- | 
lief for those who enlisted ‘‘ for and during the 

From the papers and accompanying tes- | 
timony it appears he received but one month’s | 


war.”’ 


pay from the Government, owing to the fact that 


he was a prisoner from 1776 till 1783. The claim, | 
was presented in 1837, and had the favorable ac- | 


tion of two committees; passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the last session, with a clause al- 
lowing interest upon the arrears of pay, and was 
objected to in the Senate on the ground that the 
Government ought not to pay interest, on the 
resumption that she is always ready to pay all 
rer just debts upon demand. 
fused to allow interest, even from the time demand 
was made, although there are precedents to be 
found justifying such allowance. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM SMITH. 
A bill (H. R. No. 209) for the relief of the rep- 


It appears from the rec- | 


The committee re- | 





March 5. 


os ate of 
| Louisiana. 


|| The bill and report were read. 
|| Mr. LETCHER objected. 


JAMES LAWRENCE. 
A bill (H. R. No. 410) for the relief of the leva] 


representatives or assignees of James Lawren., 
The bill provides that the assignees or legal rey). 
resentatives of James Lawrence, to whom was 
issued donation certificate No. 306, under th, 
eighth section of the act of May 24, 1828, entitleq 
‘© An act to aid the State of Ohio in extending th, 
Miami canal from Dayton to Lake Erie, and to 
grant a quantity of land to said State to aid in thy 
construction of the canals authorized by law, and 
for making donations of land to certain persons 
in Arkansas Territory,” shall be authorized to 
relocate the same upon any of the public lands jp 
Arkansas, subject to entry at a Minimum of not 
more than $1 25 per acre: provided, that said cer. 
tificate shall be found to have been issued in cop. 
| formity with the eighth section of the act of May 
| 24, 1828, and shall be located upon legal subdj. 
| visions of land of not less than one quarter section, 
The report states, that by treaty between the 
United States and the Cherokee Indians west of 
the Mississippi, ratified the 23d of May, 1828, a 
portion of the then Territory of Arkansas was 
ceded to said Indians; and the settlers resident 
thereon, and who should remove from such settle- 
ment according to the terms of the treaty, were, 
| by the eighth section of the act of 24th May, 1828, 
;, entitled ** An act to aid the State of Ohio in ex- 
| tending the Miami canal from Dayton to Lake 


Erie, and to granta quantity of land to said State to 
aid inthe construction of the canals authorized by 
law; and for making donations of lands to certain 
persons in Arkansas Territory,’ authorized to 
enter with the proper register of the land office in 
Arkansas a quantity of land not exceeding two 
quarter sections. Under this law of Congress, as 
appears from a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office, a certificate was issued 
to James Lawrence, number 306, on claim num- 
| ber 213, which was located at the Little Rock land 
| Office, on the 24th July, 1851, on certain lands, 
| and that the location was afterwards set aside be- 
cause of a prior claim, not shown by the books 
| of the local land office at the date of location, as 
stated by Mr. Hall,ghe memorialist, who asks 
permission to relocate on other lands, he being the 
assignee of James Lawrence. The time given by 
the law authorizing the previous location expired 
before its cancelment. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation it do pass. 


PIERRE BROUSSARD. 


A bill (H. R. No. 211) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Pierre Brous- 
sard, deceased. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. Ido not object 
to that bill myself; but inasmuch as my colleague, 
{Mr. SanpipGe,] now absent, has received some 
new communication on the sulgect, I ask that it 
|| be passed over. 

N. C. WEEMS. 


_A bill (H. R. No. 212) for the relief of N. C. 
Weems, of Louisiana. 

The bill provides that the entry of the section 
sixty-eight, of township two north, of range one 
east, in the southwestern land district of Louis- 
iana, by N. C.Weems, of that State, and patented 
September 1, 1849, be confirmed; and that the 
Commissioner of the Land Office shall cause to be 
refunded any excess of money paid into the land 
office in its purchase from the Government. 

‘The report states that on the Istof September, 
1849, a patent (No. 1,341) was issued to N. C. 
Weems, on receipt numbered 1,280, for section 
sixty-eight of township two north, of range one 
east, containing one hundred and eighteen acres 
and thirteen hundredths of an acre, sold at the 
Opelousas land office, Louisiana. An excess of 
money having been paid on this entry, and Mr. 
Weems applying therefor, he was, after several 
| years’ delay, notified that the whole entry would 
be canceled, on the showing made by the sur- 
veyor general of the State, in a communication 
addressed to the Commissioner of the Land Office 
| in January, 1857 that the land in question (being 
| aback concession) was not on a navigable stream; 
|, the right of concession entry being allowed only 
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